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Milwaukee, Wis., Jan. 22, 1900.—This is, conaidering the help 
I get from it, the best investment I have. It i me many times 
over. . H. BENNETT. 

Newport News, Va., Jan. 19, 1900.—Please find herewith $1.00 
torenew my subscription to your valuable publication, which I 
continue to read with mach intergst and profit, so much so that I 
cannot afford to lose a single copy. R. O. DEYER. 


Portland, Me., Jan. 22, 1900.—I wish to express my recognition 
of the great improvement which the enlarged type gives to the 
AMERICAN Lawyer. I think this would be the universal opinion 
of every subscriber on this matter. You are to be congratulated 
upon the high standard which you maintain in this publication. 

LEVI TURNER. 

Kansas City, Mo., Oct. 8, 1899.—I beg to congratulate you upon 
the exceedingly accurate report of the proceedings at Asbury Park, 
and upon the expedition which has marked your publication 
of them. EpwIn A. KRavUTHOFF. 

_ Buckhannon, W. Va., Dec. 29, 1899.—The AMERICAN LAWYER 
is @ periodical of both interest and profit to me, and its monthly 
Visits are very welcome. A. M. POUNDSTONE. 

St. Johnsbury, Vt., Oct. 16, 1899.—I have always read the 
AMERICAN LAWYER with much interest and have considered it of 
great value to the profession. It seems strange that so good a 
magazine can be sold for so low a price. R. W. Simonps. 

Hamiota, Man., Can., June 5, 1899.—The LAWYER continues to 
improve and is as unique as it is valuable. M. B. JACKSON. 

Perry, Okla , July 1, 1899.—I like the AMerIcaN LAWYER very 
much and would not be without it for any money. RINALDO BROWN. 
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Ogden, Utah.—I was impressed with its excellence in every 
particular and concluded I could not get along without it. 
A. C. Bishop, Probate Judge of Weber County. 
Seattle, Wash.—I am in receipt of a copy of the November Law- 
It is replete with interesting, valuable and live news. 
GILBERT F. LITTLE. 


yer. 
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It is unfortunate, though none the less true, that the 
price of paper and cost of production has considerably 
augmented within the past year. We have hitherto re- 
frained from raising the subscription price of “The Amer- 
can Lawyer,” in the hope of being able to continue it on 
the old basis of one dollar a year, only to find that such a 
course of procedure would be impossible. Hereafter no 
new subscriptions will be taken at less than two dollars 
per annum. We believe the magazine has always been 
and is now well worth that sum to members of the pro- 
fession, and we trust that the Bar at large will continue 
in the future, as they have in the past, to aid us in our en- 
deavors to worthily represent, as our name indicates, “The 
American Lawyer.” 








The only law officer to be created a baronet during 
the reign of Queen Victoria is Sir Richard W ebster, who 
was knighted in 1895 in recognition of his services during 
the Bering Sea arbitration. 

* * oK 


“Lawyers may look for a busy time in 1900, as Mars 
is in the ninth house of the new moon,”is the cheery pre- 
diction in Old Moore’s Irish Almanac, a work which has 
been recently the subject of injunction proceedings in 
England. 

x * * 

It is, perhaps, just as well to call attention to the fact 
that the commissioner of internal revenue has promul- 
gated a new order concerning the cancellation of “docu- 
mentary stamps” of the denomination of 10 cents or 
more. Not only must the maker of the document put the 
initials of his name and the date on the stamp with ink, 
but he also must “mutilate said stamp by cutting three 
parallel incisions lengthwise through the stamp,” and 
extending to within one-fourth of an inch to each end. 
This order took effect December 15. 

* ¢ 2s 


We are rather inclined to concur in the views of the 
editor of the Chicago Law Journal, as set forth in the 
issue of December 29, under the title “Puerile Persiflage.” 


“The High and Solemn Court of Appeals of Indian Terri- 
tory, taking their tone from the tuning fork of some of their 
judicial elders, in a recent opinion (Missouri, K. & T. Ry. Co. 
Vv. Truskett, 53 S, W. 447) indulge in the following: ‘As to the 
sixth assignment of error, the contention of the appellant is 
that the fall of a heavy dew is an act of God, which should 
relieve a common carrier from its liability. We cannot concur 
with appellant in this contention. Had the dew been of that 
brand well known as “mountain dew” it might have affected 
the engineer and fireman, but not the engine or corporation 





itself, to the extent of relieving it from the obligation of its 
contracts.’ ”’ 


“Well, now, at first impression, it might occur, to the ir- 
reverent reader at least, that the ‘brand known as “mountain 
dew"’’ had affected the judicial merrymaker who flipped off 
the opinion—and that, too, to the extent of relieving him from 
responsibility had he committed murder, instead of a rape 
upon the proprieties. It would be well for judges of courts of 
last resort to confine themselves in their opinions to dispas- 
sionate and dignified expressions, as their attempts at pleas- 
antry are, as a rule, either inapt, agonizing or anile.”’ 


We most heartily agree in what has been said. A 
vaudeville “show” and a court of justice are more widely 
dissimilar than the Court of Appeals of Indian Territory 
appear to think. 

ok * a 

In london the exceedingly grave view of the present 
crisis taken in some quarters is evidenced by a circular 
signed by Attorney General Webster, Solicitor General 
Findley, and General Sir Evelyn Wood, adjutant general 
of the forces, to the effect that the position of public 
affairs is so critical that a greater part of the regular 
forces will be required abroad. It therefore becomes im- 
perative for the purpose of home defense that the home 
volunteers should be augmented. It is urged that every 
member of the legal profession, not debarred by age or 
paramount duty, enroll himself as an active member of 
the Inns of Court or other volunteer corps. 

* * * 


Germany appears to be having trouble with Gretna 
Green marriages. As portrayed by a contemporary the 
situation seems to be as follows: 


The new German imperial civil code, which is soon to 
go into effect throughout the length and breadth of the 
empire, threatens the ancient and peculiar marriage priv- 
ileges of the stout little island of Heligoland, hitherto 
happy and prosperous. This island, which is one mile 
long, and has a population of about 2,000, is out in the 
North Sea some forty miles from the mainland. It is the 
Gretna Green of Germany. The islanders are genial. For 
years they have been welcoming and making happy 
bridal pairs, who as a foreign writer says, “in steadily 
increasing numbers have risked the perils of the sea to 
reach the matrimonial harbor of Heligoland.” All this 
was by virtue of certain old regulations permitting the 
marriage of strangers, the so-called “Fremdentrauung” 
and dating back from the time when the island belonged 
to Great Britain. Thg cost of weddings on the island 
has been £10, of which the parson gets £5, the local 
council, £2 17s., the church, £1 6s., a state official, 11s., 
and each of the two school teachers who conduct the 
service, 6s. So numerous have become the marriages 
that the island has profited to the extent of £1,000 yearly 
in fees, quite apart from the money flowing into the cof- 
fers in consequence of the two days’ residence that are 
necessary before the ceremony can be legally performed. 
Last year the local council took in in fees alone £550. 
The islanders have been improving the island until now 
the common council has a debt of £35,000. The new 
code abolishes the marriage regulations and threatens 
the revenue. Consequently some time ago the island 
community sent to the Reichstag a plaintive petition 
praying for the retention, at least until 1910, of its matri- 
monial privileges. The petition has been denied. 








OUR INDIAN CONTEMPORARY. 


To any would-be student of American and English 
systems of law who is appalled at the task whenever he 
thinks of applying himself to their mastery, we can ear- 
nestly recommend the Bombay Law Reporter as an anti- 


dote. Its editorial staff we may add, has our hearty sym- 
pathy and sincere best wishes. The magazine in ques- 
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tion being on our exchange list we have had an ample 
opportunity to examine it and from now on the prover- 
bial Philadelphia lawyer is displaced from the high throne 
which he has hitherto occupied in our imagination and 
his reputation as being facile princeps in legal astuteness 
is gone forever. Possibly our readers may not yet per- 
ceive the reason for this impassioned rhapsody. Some 
works we have found in our literary experience, may be 
read through with more or less interest, some works we 
have read through with considerably less than more, 
some works we are frank to confess, left us in a condition 
’ which the Court of Appeals of New York has described 
as “nebulous.” Such was our mental state when we had 
finished a perusal of recent numbers of the magazine 
in question. We are quite frank to admit that the fault 
.jes entirely upon our side, owing to an unfamiliarity with 
Indian law and the Hindoostanee language. It is for 
those reasons alone that the following decisions left us 
rather uncertain as to the points involved. In Dhun- 
cooverbai v. the Advocate General et al., the court laid 
down the important principle that-a female can become a 
Mohant in the Sunjogee Byragee community. Ina burst 
of eloquence quoting from the finding of the learned 
judge below, Mr. Justice Tyabji, it took occasion to ob- 
serve: 

“The fact, however, remains that all the chief Byra- 
gees of Bombay professed before me to recognize Dhun- 
coover as a Mohant, and declared that among the Sun- 
jogee Byragees there is no difficulty about the females 
becoming Mohants. They mention numerous instances 
of females having been recognized as Mohants (see evi- 
dence of Buldevdas and Narotamdas). It is difficult to 
say that any of these instances have been established by 
very satisfactory evidence, though having regard to the 
fact that marriages are permissible among Sunjogee 
Byragees, | can see no a priori improbability in females 
being recognized as Mohants in that community. I have 
therefore, come to the conclusion that whether Dhun- 
coover was, or was not publicly invested with the Mo- 
hant’s Chudder at the Bhandora after Mohanda’s death, 
as testified by defendants’ witnesses, yet that she has 
been active as a de facto Mohant ever since her husband’s 
death, and has been and is now recognized as such by 
Byragees community generally.” 

Another case was that of Dadabhoy Jamshedji Mirza 
v. Khanderao Ramchandra et al.* The facts were that 
the complainant had charged one, Raghunath Mukund, 
with wounding his religious feelings by smoking in a 
railway compartment not reserved for smokers and also 
charged one, Khanderao Ramchandra with aiding and 
abetting the aforesaid Raghunath Mukund. Weare glad 
to see that Dadabhoy Jamesherji Mirza obtained justice 
for the wounding of his religious feelings aforesaid. 

Another decision was that of Kala Jagjivan v. Juga- 
nath Devji, the syllibus of which is as follows: 

“It was resolved by the members of a certain caste 
that the plaintiff, a priestess, should be dismissed from all 
the offices connected with the caste and that the same 
should be performed by the defendant. The plaintiff, 
thereupon, filed a suit to obtain an injunction restraining 
the defendant from usurping the said office and from re- 
ceiving the fees and income thereof: 


“Held, that it was not cotnpetent to a Civil Court to 
question the decision of the caste in the matter.” 


Other important cases seem to have been Parshottam 
Gir v. Narbade Gir; Ardeshir Pestanji Ghadiali v. Bai 
Sirinbai; Hursraj Parmanand v. Ruttonsee Walji et al.; 
Bai Manchha v. Bai Ganga; Ramchandra Balaji Phad- 
nis v. Narsinhacharya Yedunathacharya Katti; Sayad 
Saifulla v. Sayad Haji Mia. 





Talk about intricate points of law, the problems that 
our courts of appeal are every day solving are in our 
humble opinion but child’s play to the Solomon-like wis- 
dow which is apparently necessitated in rendering deci- 
sions upon points of caste law. Our Indian brethren may 
rest assured of the hearty sympathy of their American 
colleagues. 








CAN ALL RULES OF PLEADING BE BRUSHED 
ASIDE? 


The case of Smith v. Wetmore, decided by the Ap- 
pellate Division of the New York Supreme Court, Second 
Department, in our judgment merits the attention of the 
bar. The action was upon a contract for the construc- 
tion of a canal and basin at Oyster Bay, Long Island. 
The contract contained the provision, usual in such agree- 
ments, requiring the production of an engineer’s certifi- 
cate as a condition precedent to final payment. The 
action was brought to foreclose an alleged lien for a bal- 
ance due. The complaint alleged substantial perform- 
ance, but contained no allegation whatever as to the 
engineer's certificate. The certificate, as a matter of 
fact, was never obtained. At the trial the plaintiff was 
allowed, against the defendant’s objections, to put in 
evidence for the purpose of showing reasons or excuses 
for the non-production of the certificate, to which ex- 
ceptions were duly taken. The trial justice (Gaynor) held 
that under our system of pleading a general allegation 
of performance was sufficient to enable proof to be made 
either of actual compliance or of excusable non-compli- 
ance, and rendered judgment for the plaintiff. The Ap- 
pellate Division differed with the trial justice, holding 
that the complaint should have contained an allegation 
of the unreasonable refusal of the engineer to give the 
certificate—that being the excuse relied upon. The judg- 
ment was affirmed, however, on the ground that the com- 
plaint could and should be amended upon the appeal to 
conform to the proof, although no motion for an amend- 
ment was made below. 


This decision seems fo us to establish a very danger- 
ous precedent, and to involve a departure from one of the 
most beneficient rules of pleading. So far as it overruled 
the holding of Justice Gaynor it should meet with ap- 
proval; but to say that an Appellate Court has the right 
to amend a pleading under such circumstances virtually 
shatters the foundation of the system. The office of 
pleadings is to appraise parties litigant of the issues they 
are called upon to meet. If a party can be haled into 
court upon one complaint and after appearing and mak- 
ing a proper answer to the charge contained therein and 
after the doors of the trial are closed to him, the tribu- 
nal before which he presents the record for review, while 
holding his answer to have been a good one, can substi- 
tute in place of the complaint which he has sufficiently 
answered, another complaint to which his answer does 
not apply and to which he has no opportunity to respond, 
(non constat but that he may not have an equally good 
answer thereto), we venture to suggest that all pleadings 
had better be abolished. It is true that in some cases 
the Appellate Court has—and properly, we -think—the 
power to conform pleadings to the proof; but those are 
cases, as we understand them, in which either proof has 
been made without objection at the trial, and then it is 
upon the theory that the opposite party has impliedly 
admitted the issues in the conformed pleading to be be- 
fore the Court; or, the evidence has been admitted and a 
motion to amend duly made at the trial, but the record 
does not show that it was granted. In the latter class 
of cases there would be an assumption that the motion 
was in fact granted, but that the record fails to disclose 
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it. In both classes, we should say, the strict theory is 
rather an amendment of the record than of the pleading. 

By the common law no amendment of any kind was 
allowable after the close of the trial; Blackstone says, it 
then admitted of no alteration. And even now, with all 
our liberal tendency in that direction the line is expressly 
drawn at “altering the issues between the ‘parties’ (Code 
C. P. sec. 722), and the power limited to “where the 
amendment does not change substantially the claim or 
defense,’ ” (Code C. P., 723). Section 533 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure provides that if an allegation by a party 
of the performance of all the conditions of a contract on 
his part is controverted, he must, on the trial, establish 
performance. Does not this make the decision in question 
an “altering” of the “issue?” Indeed, would it not seem 
reasonable to contend even that the amendment could 
not have been allowed at the trial—at least without an 
adjournment ? 

It is an alleged source of pride that we are fast pro- 
gressing out of the narrow pathways of old technicalities 
and nearing a plane of enlightened broadness and liberal- 
ity of procedure ; but if our advancement is going to en- 
gender conditions of uncertainty and indefiniteness the 
situation would seem to seriously necessitate a call to halt. 

The importance of the decision is such that it is to be 
hoped the case will be presented to the court of last re- 
sort, so that we may know whether our uncertainty is in- 
deed certain. 








SCOLDING JUDGES. 


Under this title one of the Law Journals, we can- 
not remember which, some time ago, published an article 
referring to the unfortunate habit possessed by some 
members of the judiciary who indulge in vituperation 
from the bench whenever the actions of jury, counsel or 
prisoner fail to meet with their approval. It is one thing 
to maintain order—it is another thing to scold. 
The above remarks were called forth by the fact that 
during the past few months there seems to have been 
a perfect epidemic of this sort of thing. We have exam- 
ined very few newspapers lately in which we have not 
seen such headlines as “Jury Censured by Judge,” “Judge 
Scores a Jury,” “Counsel Reprimanded by the Court,” 
etc., etc. In-one instance in an excise case where the 
sani¢e jury had brought in several acquittals the learned 
judg< took it upon himself to use the following language : 


“Mr. District Attorney, I want to stop right here. There 
is no use trying these cases with this kind of a jury. This 
was as clear a case of guilt as was ever tried in a legal court. 
There was not any more question of the defendant being guilty 
than there is that I am sitting in this chair. It is a farce 
to bring these cases before us; it makes a farce of criminal 
justice. Therefore I see no use in trying any more of these ex- 
cise cases before this panel of jurors. You had better get another 
panel of jurors, and see if you can get any panel in the city 
to say that a man is guilty when he is proven guilty. Let it 
be put upon record that the reason the Court refuses to pro- 
ceed before this panel of jurors with these cases is that a case 
has been tried here this morning without any contradiction in 
the evidence, which clearly established the defendant’s guilt on 
clearly conceded evidence; that the party violated the law, and 


= Ge jury acquitted him. There was no conflict in the evi- 
ce,” 


In another instance a Chicago Judge after the case 
on trial had been determined, called the jurymen before 
him and spoke as follows: 


“Gentlemen, you were called into this court and into this 
jury box yesterday in a most important case. The case seemed 
perfectly clear. There was corroborating evidence and circum- 
stances to prove the charge. If the defendant was an honest, 
moral and innocent man, then the dreadful alternative pre- 
Sented itself of contemplating the moral degeneracy of a mere 
child, and God forbid that such be the case. The defendant, in 
ald of his case, put in his reputation for chastity, and it de- 
velops from his own statement that he was an immoral man. 
The cass, to us, seemed clear, and yet you caused us a painful 
surprise \yy a verdict of not guilty. Either you were disloyal 
to your o: ths or you are grossly incompetent for the perform- 





ance of your duties, lacking intelligence or shrinking from your 
plain duty by reason of undue sensibility in view of the conse- 
quences of your verdict. At all events, you have demonstrated 
your entire uafitness to serve as the guardians of the laws and 
morals. You cannot safely be intrusted with the enforcement 
of our laws, which are enacted for the safety of our homes and 
the protection of wur children.” 


It is passing strange that occasionally a member of 
the judiciary should so far forget himself as to become 
oblivious to the fact that the men seated in the jury box 
before him are all as much officers of the Court as he is. 
They are fact-judges as he is a law-judge, and he pos- 
sesses no more right to take them to task for their alleged 
improper views than they may have to censure him for 
wrongly interpreting the law. Our statutes very 
wisely provide that in the absence oi actual and proven 
corruption the findings by a jury may not be impeached, 
unless, of course, they are in the face of all evidence when 
a proper remedy is provided. The days have gone 
by when a Jeffreys or a Scroggs could dictate to a jury 
what their verdict should be and punish them should it 
fail to accord with the directions given. As a general 
rule both the lawyer and the layman have too high a 
respect for the jury system to approve of a return to 
ancient methods even in the modified form of censure by 
the law judge if the findings of the fact judge do not hap- 
pen to coincide with his idea of what they should be. We 
do not propose to consider whether the jury were justified 
in bringing in the verdicts they did in the particular cases 
in question, or whether, as the learned judges alleged, it 
was an outrageous perversion of justice. It is unfortunate 
that wrong verdicts should be occasionally rendered, but as 
long as human frailties exist we must consider that as 
incident to our present system. Humanity is liable to 
err, and when the decisions of trial judges upon appeal 
taken because of alleged error in law are invariably sus- 
tained, then the judiciary will be in a position to censure 
jurymen for arriving at wrong conclusions. 

It is interesting to note, though the case is somewhat 
beside the present issue, that the Supreme Court of 
Georgia has recently censured a trial judge who, when 
requested to charge the jury in writing, declared that 
such requests were never made except when counsel 
were angry with the court, and added that there was no 
excuse for such a request when a stenographer was pres- 
ent to take down all that was said. 

Take it all in all we are somewhat inclined to believe 
that there is a tendency on the part of some members 
of the judiciary to interfere unwarrantably. 








MORE PATERNALISM. 


The Supreme Court of Illinois has just had a chance 
to declare unconstitutional and therefore void, the so- 
called anti-department store ordinances recently enacted 
by the common council of the City of Chicago, an op- 
portunity of which it promptly availed itself. The case 
was on appeal from a judgment of the Criminal Court, 
of Cook County, and the question presented was whether 
a Chicago Justice of the Peace was warranted in imposing 
a fine of $25 and costs upon one Chas. Nechter, proprie- 
tor of the “Boston Store.” One ordinance provided that 
meats, fish, butter, cheese, lard, vegetables and other 
provisions should not be sold or exposed for sale by any 
firm or corporation in the same building where dry goods, 
clothing, jewelry or drugs are sold. Another forbade 
the sale of malted'or fermented liquors in such a place. 
The court declares that the ordinances “are an attempted 
interference by the city with the rights guaranteed to the 
defndant by the Constitution of the United States and 
of the State of Illinois,” and took occasion to observe that 
“when an owner is deprived of the right to expose for 
sale and sell his property he is deprived of property 
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within the meaning of the Constitution, by taking away 
one of the incidents of ownership.” It is further declared 
to be plain that the ordinance is “a mere attempt to deny 
a property right to a particular class in the community 
where all other members of the community are left to 
enjoy it. It is immaterial whether such a denial is in a 
statute or in an ordinance passed by virtue of a statute. 
It is equally invalid in either case.” We hope that the 
department store question is now a settled one. The ab- 
solute folly of attempting to prohibit large aggregations 
of capital from becoming engaged in the business of re- 
tailing goods, wares and merchandise, for that is what it 
practically amounts to, would seem apparent to any and 
every individual, except the average legislator. We sup- 
pose that he looks upon a “department store” as being 
whai our luminous contemporary, the New York “Sun,” 
would, no doubt, refer to as an “octopus,” which mon- 
strosity, as a recent author has remarked, he “goes for” 
on the same principle on which an Irishman acts at 
Doniieybrook fair (i. e., when you see a head hit it). 

t seems about time for our legislatures to grasp the 
tea that the theory of paternal government (though said 
to be an accepted doctrine of politics in China) is scarcely 
in consonance with modern ideas. That they ever will have 
that fact finally impressed upon them we very much doubt. 
The “department stores” as they exist to-day sell goods 
in some instances as low as 50 per cent. cheaper than the 
ordinary retailer, and yet this benefit in which the whole 
community must necessarily share should, according to 
the ideas of some, be ruthlessly sacrificed because of pos- 
sible injury to the few. 

“Tf,” they say, “the department stores are convicted of 
having driven out of business some of the independent 
dealers, they must be abolished. The rest of the com- 
munity should be willing to pay high prices.” This par- 
ticular line of argument seems on a par with that which 
was adopted upon the introduction of machinery. Statis- 
tics were then cited to show that a machine which does the 
work of ten men and may be run by one, necessarily keeps 
the other nine out of employment and places them within 
the class of those who are maintained by public bounty. In 
a few instances this may have been so. Great changes are 
rarely accomplished in this world except at the expense 
of particular individuals. It should be borne in mind, how- 
ever, that human activity kept from one channel will of 
necssity flow into another, and he who has been thrown 
out of employment by reason of a revolution in the com- 
mercial world, can, as a genral rule, we believe, find 
employment along other lines. As has been often said, we 
have very little sympathy with acts of the kind in ques- 
tion and feel that the people of Illinois are to be congratu- 
lated on the fact that they have a court which is ready 
and willing to stand between them and the demagogic 
schemes of a professional so-called “friend of the poor 
man. 








PUNCTUATION AS A MEANS OF INTERPRE- 
TATION. 


The New York Court of Appeals in Tyrrell v. The 
Mayor, etc., of New York (159 N. Y. 239), considered the 


question as to the value of punctuation in construing 
statutes. The act in question was in reference to the salar- 
ies of employees in the Street Cleaning Department oi 
New York ,and was as follows: ‘Of the section foremen, 
$1,000 each; * * of the assistant stable foremen, 
$900 each; of the hostlers, $720 each, and extra pay for 
work on Sundays.” The plaintiff, a section foreman, per- 
formed certain work on Sundays for which compensation 
was sought on the ground that the words “and extra 
pay for work on Sundays” were applicable to him as well 
as to the hostlers. This view, however, the Court of 
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Appeals declined to accept, and in considering the ques- 
tion of punctuation used the following language : 

“The punctuation of this statute is of material aid in 
learning the intentions of the legislature. While an act 
of parliament is enacted as read, and the original rolls 
contain no marks of punctuation, a statute of this State is 
enacted as read and printed, so that the punctuation is 
a part of the act as passed and appears in the roll when 
filed with the Secretary of State. The Constitution pro- 
vides that, except in a case of necessity, formerly certified 
by the Governor, every bill must be printed “in its final 
form” and placed upon the desks of members of the 
legislature at least three days prior to its passage and 
upon the final reading no amendment is allowed. (Const, 
art. 3, sect. 15).” 

“The punctuation, however, is subordinate to the text 
and is never allowed to control its plain meaning, but 
when the meaning is not plain, resort may be had to those 
marks, which for centuries have been in common use to 
divide writings into sentences, and sentences into para- 
graphs and clauses, in order to make the author’s mean- 
ing clear. The sentence under consideration contains 
more than two hundred words, divided into nineteen 
clauses. The first clause, separate from the rest by a 
colon, is general, and applies the command of the legisla- 
ture to all that follow. The rest of the sentence consists 
of eighteen clauses, each separated from and made inde- 
pendent of the others by an intervening semicolon. 
While each must be read in connection with said general 
command, neither need be read in connection with any 
other part of the sentence. Each clause contains a 
comma, separating the position named from the salary 
belonging to it, and is complete in itself, except that it 
depends for a part of its meaning upon the primary com- 
mand with which the sentence opens. The words relating 
to extra pay are not separated from the remaining words 
of the clause by a semicolon, as would be expected if they 
applied to the preceding clauses, but by a comma, which 
indicates an intention to limit their application to the 
clause to which they appear. This clear system of punc- 
tuation forbids, as we think, that the last words of the 
last clause, viz., “and extra pay for work on Sundays,” 
should be read as a part of each of the other clauses ex- 
cept the first, which is obviously general in its application. 
The effect of the punctuation is the same as if the sen- 
tence was divided into eighteen independent sentences, 
with the first clause a part of each.” 

“The legislature did not mean that the general superin- 
tendent should receive three thousand dollars ‘and extra 
pay for work on Sundays,” or that the master mechanic 
and others, in addition to a fixed annual salary, should re- 
ceive extra pay for work, occasionally, though not regu- 
larly, done on Sunday, but that the hostlers, who were 
expected to work every day, should receive extra com- 
pensation for work, done regularly as a part of their 
weekly duties. There was a reason for this distinction, 
which first appeared in the amendment of 1894, for the 
legislature is presumed to have known that, according to 
the laws of nature, the horses should be fed and cared 
for every day, while the cleaning of the streets would re- 
quire Sunday work only once in a while, when special 
circumstances made it necessary, and the commissionet 
saw fit to call the men out. (McCormack v. Mayor, etc., 
14 Misc., Rep. 272, 275). Moreover, the legislature would 
not be apt to hold out the temptation to do unnecessary 
work on Sunlay, in violation of the general policy of the 
State, so as to increase the annual salary of all the officers 
and employees of the department. (Penal Code, Sec. 262: 
1 R.S. 675). Thus “the law as it previously existed and 
the necessity and probable obiect of the change,” indicate 
the same intention as the punctuation. (Donaldson v. 
Wood, 22 Wend. 395, 397).” 
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“We thus reach the conelusion, which is confirmed by 
repeated legislative declarations, that the clause in ques- 
tion applies to the hostlers only, and that the plaintiff is 
not entitled to recover. (L. 1897. ch. 378, sect. 536; L. 
1899, ch. 261).” ny oe 

The present question is not by any means a novel one. 
In cases of interpretation both of contracts and statutes 
the rule has been laid down that punctuation is a most 
fallible standard which may be resorted to only when 
all other means fail. (Weatherby v. Mester, 39 Ind. 620. 
Sanford v. Raikes, 1 Mervale 656; Arcularius v. Geisen- 
hainer, 3 Brad, 64. Arcularius v. Sweet, 25 Barb. 406. 
Ewing v. Burnet, 11 Pet. 54. Osborn v. Farwell, 87 III. 
&9. White v. Smith, 33 Pa. St. 186). 

' “The statutes of England,” observes an author, “are 
not punctuated in the original rolls, hut more or less 
marks of punctuation appear in them as printed by 
authority. With us the punctuation is the work of the 
draughtsman, the engrosser or the printer. In the legisla- 
tive body the bill is read so that the ear not the eye takes 
cognizance of it. Therefore the punctuation is not in 
either country of controlling effect in the interpretation. 
Still a judge cannot avoid seeing the marks and they seem 
to have been permitted to turn the scales in an evenly 
balanced case.” (Bishop on the Written Laws. Sec. 78). 

In the case of Shriedly v. the State, 23 Ohio St. 130, 
the question arose upon the construction of a statute on 
which the indictment was founded. The statute was as 
follows: “That if any person shall receive or buy any 
goods or chattels of the value of thirty-five dollars or up- 
ward, that shall have been stolen or taken by robbers, 
knowing the same to be stolen or taken by robbers, with 
intent to defraud the owners; or shall harbor or conceai 
any thief or robber, knowing him or her to be such; 
every person so offending shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, etc.” 

It was claimed that as there is no pause between the 
word “stolen” and the words “taken by robbers,” the 
words “by robbers” apply to both the word “stolen” and 
the word “taken,” and that therefore the statement in the 
indictment must be that the goods received were “stolen 
by robbers,” or “taken by robbers.” 

“This construction of the statute,” says the court, 
“does violence to the evident legislative meaning and in- 
tent. It is based solely on the punctuation which may 
always be disregarded or made to conform to the clear 
meaning and intention of the statute. It is entirely clear 
that the legislature intended by this statute to do more 
than punish the fraudulent receiving or buying of such 
goods only as were taken from the person of another by 
violence or putting him in fear. Both the reason and 
language of the statute require a broader construction. 
It was as much the legislative intent by the first clause 
of the statute to make the receiving of stolen goods a 
crime as it was by the next clause to make it a crime to 
harbor or conceal a thief and it cannot be doubted but the 
concealment of a thief is a crime under the statute though 
he may not be a robber. 

“The question would doubtless never have arisen had 
there been a comma inserted after the word “stolen” when 
it first occurs in the statute thereby rendering the mean- 
ing too obvious for doubt or cavil.” 

_ Reference may also be made to the following cases: 
U.S. v. Isham ; 17 Wall (U. S.) 496. Randolph vy. Bayne 
44 Cal. 366. Morrill v. State 38 Wis. 428. ; 








TOPICS OF INTEREST. 


Much of the confusion and hurrying of passengers 
at street railroad transfer points in New York City may, 
perhaps, be done away with by a decision in the Appel- 
late term of the Supreme Court recently, in the case of 





Mary Schaefer v. the Central Crosstown Railroad Com- 
pany. In July last the plaintiff boarded a car and got 
a Broadway transfer. At Eighth street and Broadway 
two passengers rose to alight, and the plaintiff, without 
signalling to the conductor, followed them. While the 
plaintiff had but one foot on the ground the car was started, 
and she was injured. On this state of facts her complaint 
was dismissed in the Fourth Municipal Court, and the Ap- 
pellate Term has now decided that the dismissal was er- 
roneous. The court said: “It cannot be said as a matter 
of law that each individual passenger must make a per- 
sonal request of or signal or communication of intention 
to the conductor that he or she desires to get off. Where 
a number of people arise simultaneously after one of them 
has signalled the conductor, it is his duty to give all of 
them equal opportunity to leave the car safely * * * 
The conductor had issued a transfer to the plaintiff for 
this crossing, and should be presumed to have known 
that she desired to alight at the place for which the trans- 
fer was given. It might almost be said that points for 
which transfers have been issued bear some resemblance 
to regular stations of steam-railroad companies, where 
it is incumbent on them to stop long enough to allow 
passengers a reasonable time to alight, whether or not 
the conductor knows of any passengers desiring to leave 
the car.” 


The exemption of National banks from the penalties 
of usury prescribed by State statutes is held, in Gadsden 
v. Thrush (Neb.) 45 L. R. A. 654, to be strictly limited by 
the provisions of the Federal statute, and not to extend 
to a note held by a bank merely as collateral to another 
note and mortgage, when the question arises on fore- 
closure of the mortgage. 





The following are some recent decisions upon points 
of libel law: 

A statement in a recommendation of a former em- 
ployee, that, “like many others, he left our services during 
the strike,” is held, in Kansas City, M. & B. R. Co. v. De- 
laney (Tenn.) 45 L. R. A. 600, not to be libelous or ac- 
tionable per se so as to constitute a cause of action with- 
out special damages. 

A libelous publication about a deceased person is held, 
in Bradt v. New Nonpareil Co. (Iowa) 45 L. R. A. 681, 
to give the mother of the deceased no right of action. 

\ communication made in good faith in the course of 
his duty, by the cashier of a bank, by indorsing on a dis- 
honored note held for collection that it was a forgery, is 
held, in Caldwell v. Story (Ky.) 45 L. R. A. 735, to be a 
privileged communication which does not create any lia- 
bility for libel, though it is intimated that the maker may 
he liable for slander if he falsely declares that the note is 
fe reed. 





A change in the constitution of the judicial circuits of 
the United States is advocated by Senator Teller, of Col- 
orado, who has introduced in Congress a bill on the 
subject which does not alter the number of circuits, but 
transfers States from one circuit to another in several in- 
stances. There are now nine Federal circuits, corre- 
sponding with the number of Justices of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. Under the existing system 
these are arranged as follows: (1) Maine, New Hamp- 
shire, Massachusetts and Rhode Island; (2) New York, 
Vermont and Connecticut ; (3) Pennsylvania, New Jersey 
and Delaware; (4) Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, 
North Carolina and South Carolina ; (5) Florida, Georgia 
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana and Texas; (6) Ken- 
tucky, Michigan, Ohio and Tennessee; (7) Illinois, In- 
diana and Wisconsin: (8) Arkansas. Colorado, Iowa, 
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Utah and Wyoming; and (9) California, 
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Idaho, Montana, Nevada, Oregon and Washington. It 
is obvious that the Eighth Circuit, with eleven States, is 
too large as compared with the Second and Seventh, 
which have only three States each. Senator Teller’s bill 
takes Vermont and Connecticut away from the Second 
Circuit and puts them in the First; takes New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania and Delaware out of the Third and places 
them with New York in the Second Circuit; and rear- 
ranges the other circuits so as to do away with the ex- 
cessively large Eighth Circuit in the West. The desired 
result is to be brought about chiefly by incorporating the 
whole of the existing Third Circuit (Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey and Delaware) with the largest part of the present 
Second Circuit, which is the State of New York. 





In First National Bank, of Massillon v. Coughron, the 
Court of Chancery Appeals of Tennessee took occasion 
in their decision, reported in 52 S. W. Rep. 1112, to adopt 
a rather extreme doctrine. It was there held that a note 
executed in Tennessee is void, even in the hands of an 
innocent purchaser for value, without notice, where it 
was given in favor of and as part of a business transac- 
tion had in that State with an Ohio corporation that had 
not complied with the laws prescribing the terms on which 
foreign corporations may do business in Tennessee. 

The Court (Barton, J.) observed that: “On behalf 
of the defendant it is insisted that upon this state of facts 
the complainant is not entitled to recover. It is said that 
the note sued on was an illegal and void note; that the 
transaction out of which it grew, and a part of which it 
was, was illegal, and had in violation of the statute of the 
State, and that, being so, it conferred no right of action 
upon the engine and thresher company ; that in contempla- 
tion of law such a company had no existence in the State 
of Tennessee, where the note was given, at the time of its 
execution, and that said note is void and uncollectible, 
even in the hands of an mnocent purchaser for value, 
without notice. The complainant, of course, maintains to 
the contrary. Such is the question presented. 

“It is not seriously insisted on behalf of the complainant 
that the original transaction was not in violation, of the 
statute because the engine and thresher company had not 
complied with the State laws regulating foreign corpora- 
tions, and it did have an office, store and general agency 
at Chattanooga, where the machinery in question was 
when sold and delivered. But it is earnestly insisted that, 
complainant being an innocent purchaser, is entitled to 
collect the note, and that the defense made is not valid. 
The question presented appears to have been expressly 
settled in the case of Snoddy v. Bank, 88 Tenn. 523, 13 
S. W. 127. Judge Snodgrass, in delivering the opinion 
in that case, said: “The only question’ in the case is 
whether an innocent holder of a note founded on a gaming 
consideration can recover of the maker.’ It was held 
that he could not. Judge Snodgrass said: ‘By the great 
weight of authority, notes given in consideration of a con- 
tract against morals, public policy, and public statutes are 
void in any hands:’ citing 2 Am. & Eng. Enc. Law, p. 
368, and note. See, also, Stevenson v. Ewing, 87 Tenn. 
46, 9 S. W. 230.” 





In the very recent case of David McClure v. Law 
(161 N. Y., 78), the Court of Appeals decided that money 
received from an outsider by a director and president of 
an assessment life-insurance company for procuring the 
outsider and his friends to be elected directors and given 
the control and management, together with the property 
and effects of the corporation, is money made by the 
president out of his position of trust, and must be re- 
turned to the corporation. The defendant’s agent made 
a contract to deliver to two men the absolute control and 
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management of the Life Union Association, a domestic 
insurance corporation in consideration of $15,000. This 
agreement was carried out. A Mr. Levy, one of the 

arties to the contract, was elected director and president, 

he directors resigned from time to time, and their places 
were filled by men designated by Levy. The $15,000 was 
distributed among the directors, the defendant receivi 
$3,000. The receiver of the corporation sued the ex. 
president for the $3,000, and got judgment. The Appel. 
late Division of the Supreme Court, First Department, 
treated the transaction as a bribe, and reversed the judg. 
ment, on the theory that the money did not belong to the 
corporation. The Court of Appeals was of the contrary 
opinion, as above stated. 





A judgment by default in an action by a physician to 
recover compensation for professional services is held in 
Jordahl v. Berry (Minn.) 45 L. R. A. 541, to constitute 
no bar to an action by the patient against the physician 
for malpractice in the performance of the services. With 
this case there is a review of the other authorities on 
recovery by physician as bar to action for malpractice. 





Justice Gildersleeve of the New York Supreme Court, 
on Dec. 23, granted the application of James J. Jeffries, 
referred to as “Champion of the World,” and of Thomas 
Sharkey, to continue a temporary injunction obtained by 
them in their suit to restrain George H. Huber from re- 
producing or exhibiting moving pictures taken by bio 
graph, of what they call their sparring exhibition a 
the Coney Island Athletic Club on the 3d of last No- 
vember. Jeffries and Sharkey describe themselves in 
their complaint as “athletes and experts in the 
science and art of sparring and boxing.” Jus- 
tice Gildersleeve, in his opinion, said: “It is my 
judgment that the creation of attitudes and move- 
ments discernible to the eye, at the exhibition in 
question, by the plaintiffs, as represented by the moving 
pictures, was a product of the plaintiffs’ labor. It was 
not a literary product, nor a picture upon canvas, which 
have frequently been the subject of litigation, but a prod- 
uct resultant of skill that had required much time, large 
experience, and great mental and physical effort to de- 
velop. All the facts in this case are new, but neverthe- 
less the contention of the plaintiffs evokes no new prin- 
ciples of law or equity. The property of the plaintiffs, 
which it is alleged the defendant is undertaking to enjoy 
without their consent, is analogous to a literary creation 
of the mind or a production of art.” The Court decides 
that sufficient ground for apprehension of immediate in- 
jury was disclosed, and that it was clear that the damages 
could not be ascertained and measured at law. 





In Rosenbaum Bros. v. Levitt, the Supreme Court of 
Towa, on Oct. 13, held that in an action on a note, where 
defendants alleged that it was executed in consideration 
of an agreement by plaintiff's agent not to prosecute the 
son of one of defendants for forgery, and plaintiff denied 
this, and claimed that it was given in settlement of a note 
signed by the son and one of defendants, which the latter 
averred was, as to him, a forgery, evidence as to whether 
the conversation between plaintiff’s agent and defendants, 
at the time the note was given, was angry or excited, 
is material, and does not constitute a conclusion of the 
witness. 

The language employed by Judge Deemer was as fol- 
lows: “At the time the note in suit was given, plaintiff 
was represented by one Ray. The defendants were each 
asked on the witness stand to describe his conversation 
with them at the time the note was given, as to being: 
angry or excited. Objections to the questions were sus 
tained. We think they should have been answered. 
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‘They do not call for a conclusion, but for a fact, and that 
fact was a material inquiry in the case.” 








THE IMPEACHMENT OF SAMUEL CHASE. 


Bv Hen. Alexander Pope Humphrey, of Louisville, Ky. 


(Being Portions of an Annual Address Delivered at 

’ the Eleventh Annual Meeting of the Virginia 

Bar Association ). 

It was on January 2, 1805, that Samuel Chase, thenone 
of the Justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
was summoned to attend the bar of the Senate and answer 
to the accitsation of the House of Representatives. The 
hall where the trial was conducted perished in the burning 
of Washington by the British in 1814. The chronicler 
has been particular in telling us how everything was or- 
dered. The covering of the seats of the Senators was of 
crimson cloth, and these were arranged on each side of 
the presiding officer facing the audience as in any other 
court. Those of the House of Representatives were cov- 
ered with green cloth, and those of the managers and 
counse] for the defendant, with blue cloth. 

There were special arrangements for seats tor distin- 
guished hearers. In fact, the memory of the trial of War- 
ren Hastings was fresh, and this was expected to be its 
American counterpart, but it went on without a single 
dramatic incident. The presiding officer was Aaron 
Burr, then Vice-President of the United States. He was 
coldly impartial in his rulings; decided questions of order 
and matters of course just as any Chief Justice of a court 
would do, without submitting them to a vote. On one oc- 
casion when several Senators left the room before ad- 
journment, he expressed the strongest disapproval of their 
conduct and declared that if such a thing again occurred 
he would submit the matter to the Senate for their judg- 
ment. 

John Randolph, of Roanoke, was the principal figure 
among the managers. He was then at the height of his 
political power. Indeed, from the failure of this impeach- 
ment he never recovered. His closing argument was 
rambling, discursive, and lacked even that fire and sar- 
casm which were the chief elements of his power in de- 
bate. The managers were entirely overmatched, and 
with the exception of Rodney, of Delaware, won no 
praise. 

The counsel for the defense were the strongest lawyers 
of the day, and to use a modern expression “the tiger 
hunted the Frenchman” from the beginning to the end of 
the trial. Luther Martin was naturally the most con- 
spicuous, and the speech of this “Federalist bulldog,” as 
Jefferson called him, was the crowning event of his career. 

His intimacy with Judge Chase, lasting a lifetime, and 
many kindred qualities put him in full sympathy with the 
case. He minced no matters of fact or law. He ridi- 
culed the argument of the managers, showed scant respect 
to their public station; criticised with strong severity 
Lewis and Dallas, the Pennsylvania counsel for Fries, and 
laughed at Hay and Wirt, counsel for Callender. 

This may be taken as a specimen of his style. Mr. 
Randolph had said that “the conduct of the counsel for 

ries merits an abler eulogium than it is my power to 
make. My gratitude as an American citizen and a friend 
of liberty will never cease to flow to them, for they stood 
up against arbitrary conduct and oppression,” to which 
Luther Martin replied: “TI have long been at a loss for 
the enmity the State of Pennsylvania has shown for its 
bar and the desire of its citizens to get rid of their lawyers, 
but if such is the manner in which the lawyers conduct 
themselves to their courts, I wonder no longer that the 
citizens of that State wish to be freed of them, and will 








readily join in the sentiment, the sooner the better.” 

Among the witnesses the most interesting personality 
was Chief Justice Marshall. He had been present at the 
Callender trial and was called to testify as to Judge 
Chase’s manner to the counsel. He stated facts only, de- 
clining to express any opinions. It is evident that he did 
not regard his colleague as a model Judge, and, while un- 
willing to publicly condemn him, was in no way pleased 
that his turbulent disposition and factional temper had in- 
volved the court in an ugly dispute at a time when the ut- 
most caution was necessary to its firm establishment. 

The accused appeared in person and stood at the bar, 
until, at his request, a seat was furnished him. Benjamin 
Butler tried, without success, to prevail upon his col- 
leagues in the conduct of the impeachment of Andrew 
Johnson to follow this precedent, and compel the personal 
appearance of the President. 

The figure of Judge Chase alone would make the scene” 
an impressive one. He was then in his sixty-fifth year; 
had been in active life for forty-five years, beginning the 
practice of law at twenty. He was of commanding figure, 
with a resonant voice and a repute for eloquence second to 
few of his day. 

He was one of the earliest Sons of Liberty ; a member 
of the Continental Congress from Maryland, in the storm- 
iest period, and made a personal canvass of the colony to 
obtain authority to sign the Declaration of Independence. 
He was the political ruler of his community, and held at 
one and the same time two of the highest Judgships of 
his State. 

\ppointed to the Supreme bench by Washington in: 
1796, in the year 1800 so concerned was he that Adams. 
should be again elected that he left the bench without a 
quorum to canvass Maryland against Jefferson. 

The will and temper of the man were strong and impe- 
rious. Of himself he said he could never move but that 
there was a mob at his heels. Luther Martin admitted 
that he had more of the “fortiter in re” than of the “suavi- 
ter in modo;” was to be likened rather to Lord Thurlow 
than to Lord Chesterfield ; and excused to the New Eng- 
land Senators his speaking of Callender as a “damned” 
rascal, upon the plea that the word could not be considered 
very offensive even in the mouth of a Judge south of the 
Susquehanna. * * * 

In recalling the trial of Judge Chase it must beremem- 
bered that there was never at any time the slightest stigma 
upon his judicial or personal integrity. There were eight 
articles of impeachment, the fourth of which had five 
specifications. Four occasions of offense were stated. 

Passing by one accusation that was absolutely frivo- 
lous, although ten Senators voted guilty upon it, I come 
to the three which were most considered. 

The first of these related to the trial of John Fries for 
treason. The second, to the trial of Callender for sedi- 
tious libel, and the last, to the delivery of a political ora- 
tion in an address to a grand jury. 

In the latter part of the last century Congress passed an 
internal revenue law, and the enforcement of it required 
the services of the militia. The same was true of the en- 
forcement of another law, fixing a tax on land. A woman 
in Western Pennsylvania, observing a man standing in 
front of her house counting the windows, threw a bucket 
of hot water on him. From this and other incidents cer- 
tain persons assembled armed bodies to resist these laws. 
\mong these was John Fries, a sort of traveling fakir, of 
ready tongue and turbulent disposition, who was arrested 
and indicted for treason. He was tried before Judges 
Iredell and Peters, and condemned to die. A new trial 
was granted him. and his case then came on before Judges 
Chase and Peters. On the morning the case was called 
in Philadelphia, Judge Chase handed down to the clerk 
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three copies of a paper, stating that he had fully consid- 
ered the law of the case and had reduced his opinion to 
writing, one copy being designed for the United States 
Attorney, one for the prisoner’s counsel and one for the 
jury. Judge Peters, the District Judge, advised against 
this course, saying that the bar would take “the stud,” 
and so it happened. Mr. Lewis, one of the prisoner's 
counsel, waved his hand and said, “I will never suffer. my 
hands to be corrupted with a prejudged opinion in any 
case, much less so in a capital one;’”’ Dallas, the other 
counsel, coming in, joined Lewis in the statement that as 
the facts were not in dispute and as the court had pre- 
3 the law they would refuse to continue as counsel. 

' The next. morning Judge Chase offered to withdraw 
his opinion and allow counsel to taketheirowncourse. But 
Lewis and Dallas having got the court “in a fix,” refused 
to proceed, and, on their advice, Fries declined any other 
counsel. They admitted their purpose in this was to 
make the way easy to a pardon. The result was Fries 
had no representative, and was condemned to die. Adams 
pardoned him, but against the strong remonstrance of 
Hamilton. 

Tt will be sufficient for my purpose to say thatthe whole 
of the burden of the complaint against Judge Chase in 
this transaction was his forming in advance an opinion on 
the law of the case, and at first declining to allow counsel 
to combat that opinion to the jury, by reading certain 
statutes deemed by him not reievant, and citing to the jury 
certain English cases deemed by him misleading. 

The impression that a lawyer had the right to argue 
not only the facts but the law of a criminal case to the 
jury, and to persuade them to disregard the opinion of the 
court, was certainly very strong at that day. 

In Fries’ case the facts were beyond dispute. Judge 
Iredell had, upon the former trial, delivered an opinion 
upon the constitutional definition of treason, holding that 
“levying war” couid consist of actual assemblage and use 
of armed force with the purpose of resisting the execu- 
tion of an act of Congress. Judge Patterson, sitting in 
another case in the same court, had pronounced a judg- 
ment of similar purport; and yet the counsel for Fries 
were here insisting upon being allowed to argue to the 
jury that this definition of treason was not a correct one, 
and to prove this by citations from English cases, and by 
readirtg acts of Congress claimed to be illustrative of their 
views. 

The Supreme Court has only within the last few years 
set to rest this notion, holding, in the case of Sparf v. 
United States (156 U. S. 51), that the jury are bound in 
all cases to take the law from the court—Mr. JusticeGray, 
on that occasion, reading a most elaborate dissent. 

That Judge Chase’s opinion on the law was erroneous, 
no effort was made in the course of his trial to prove. 
And Chief Justice Marshall quoted from it in the Bollman 
case, and again on the trial of Burr. 

But Judge Chase himself in his answer to theimpeach- 
ment, said that he well knew that, “It is the right of 
juries, in criminal cases, to give a general verdict of ac- 
quittal which cannot be set aside on account of being con- 
trary to law, and that hence results the power of juries to 
decide on the law as well as on the facts in all criminal 
cases. This power he holds to be a sacred part of our 
legal privileges, which he has never attempted and never 
will attempt to abridge or obstruct.” And he further de- 
clared that on the second day of Fries’ trial, “We offered, 
if counsel would go on, they would be permitted to offer 
arguments to the court and also to the jury, that the court 
was mistaken in the law.” 

In his closing argument John Randolph fired what, in 
_ this unrespecting day, would be called a palpable “gallery 

shot.” He said: “Suppose a man should be indicted for 





killing another. Some circumstances will amount to a 
justification, such as being in defense of his person, and, 
which | consider equally as sacred, in defense of his char. 
acter and reputation. lf 1 were on the jury, and it ap. 
peared that the person indicted had killed the other in de. 
fense of his character and reputation, I will not find him 
guilty of murder, though directed by all the courts of the 
nation.” 

The presiding officer, Aaron Burr, was then under in- 
dictment for murder, having shortly before killed Alexan- 
der Hamilton in a duel. 

In his argument, Luther Martin made the statement 
that he had been concerned in as many as five thousand 
criminal trials. He said that he had never heard it inti- 
mated that counsel could argue to a jury that what the 
court said was law was not law. 

Judge Winchester testified that he had known one such 
instance, in a case where he was counsel, and the verdict 
of the jury was contrary to both law and justice. 

In reference to the second charge against Judge Chase 
—his conduct upon the trial of Callender: This event 
took place in Richmond, in May, 1800, which was the first 
time, I think, that Judge Chase had ever been to Virginia. 
Before leaving home, Luther Martin had put into his 
hands a copy of “The Prospect Before Us,” a book writ- 
ten by one Callender, then living near Petersburg. Many 
passages were underscored. These are some of the sam- 

les : 
“By his own account, therefore, Mr. Washington had 
been twice a traitor. He first renounced the King of 
England, and thereafter the old confederation.” 

“The extraordinary popularity possessed by this citizen 
reflects the utmost ridicule upon the discernment of 
America. He approved of the funding system, the as- 
sumption, the national bank, and, in contradiction of his 
own solemn promise, he authorized the robbery and ruin 
of the remnant of his own army.” 

“If Washington wanted to corrupt the American 
Judges, he could not have taken a more decisive step than 
by the appointment of Jay.” 

“This speech was a charm that completely unmasks 
the scandalous hypocrisy of Washington. Mr. Adams has 
only completed the scene of ignominy which Mr. Wash- 
ington began.” 

These will do as examples of the mild way in which 
the generation of printers in the latter part of the last cen- 
tury spoke of these persons whom we reverence so highly 
to-day. 

In a jesting conversation before going to Richmond, 
Judge Chase had declared that if the State of Virginia 
was not utterly debased, or if an honest jury could be 
found, he would punish Callender. 

To an acquaintance in the stage coach he remarked, 
when told that Callender had been taken up as a vagrant, 
it was a pity they did not hang the rascal. 

This, one of the counsel remarked, he had heard a 
hundred men say of as many printers. 

The law which Judge Chase was thus determined to 
enforce was the famous sedition law. Readnowit doesnot 
seem of so dreadful a character, but then it was looked 
upon as striking at the very foundation of liberty. It de- 
clared punishable libels against certain high officers of the 
United States, allowing the truth, however, to be given in 
evidence. The bar of Virginia looked upoh it as mon- 
strously unconstitutional. That Judge Chase had any 
deep feeling against Callender is disproved by the fact 
that on his conviction he fined him only $100. That any 
gentleman of the bar or community had any sympathy for 
Callender is clearly disproved, but many leading charac- 
ters regarded it as an opportunity to argue against the 
law, sure of the applause of every bystander. 
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As in the case of Fries, so in the case of Callender, 
there was no dispute about the facts. The question simply 
was one of law. Was the sedition law unconstitutional ? 
And did the counsel have the right to argue that question 
to the jury? 

The third charge against Judge Chase was that he had 
delivered an address to the grand jury, in Baltimore, and 
that this was simply a political speech. The court was 
held in a tavern, and many witnesses were examined as 
to what has occurred. The prosecution attempted to 
show that it was a most intemperate harangue, but as the 
charge was written, the evidence signally failed. Judge 
Chase was able to show not only that it was the custom 
for the judge at this time to deliver political addresses 
from the bench, but that, by the laws of more than one 
State, it was a duty enjoined upon them. 

There were thirty-four Senators who sat in this case, 
twenty-five Democrats and nine Federalists. Upon the 
article in reference to the Fries trial the vote stood, “guil- 
ty,” 16; “not guilty,” 18; upon that in reference to Cal- 
lender, “guilty,” 18; “not guilty,” 16; upon that in refer- 
ence to the address to the grand jury, “guilty,” 19; “not 
guilty,’ 15. There being less than a two-thirds vote on 
any article, the impeachment failed. Five Democrats 
voted “not guilty” on every charge. 

The first interesting question is, Why was this impeach- 
ment undertaken? That it was a political prosecution 
from beginning to end cannot, I think, be denied. The 
motion to inquire into Judge Chase’s official conduct was 
not made until January 5, 1804. Three of the offenses 
occurred in April, May and June, 1800, almost four years 
before, and during the Adams administration. The 
fourth occurred in 1803. John Randolph avowed the au- 
thorship of the impeachment and declared that he had 
himself written every charge that was preferred. With all 
his peculiar abjlity, perhaps we should rather say genius, 
he was a most unwise political leader. When confronted 
with such lawyers as defended Chase he found it utterly 
impossible to make head against the current of legal rea- 
soning and authority adduced by them. For how could 
any one support the proposition that the counsel for Fries 
had the right to persuade the jury that was law which the 
court said at the time was not law, and which no one could 
claim to be law? 

And so in the case of Callender, how could it be 
argued that a jury would have the right to declare a 
statute passed by the Congress of the United States un- 
constitutional ? 

The accusations failing, it was inevitable that the 
whole prosecution should break down. 


But Judge Chase had marked himself for such an at- 
tack. An ardent Federalist, he was not only in favor of 
the adoption of the Sedition Law, but brought the power- 
ful weight of his character and legal attainment to its en- 
forcement. 

Now it was this law and the Alien Law that were re- 
garded of all others the most arbitrary of the Federalist 
measures. They were counted as adding a large domain 
of power to the National Government, and having a most 
alarming centralizing tendency. It was these laws that 
called out the famous Kentucky Resolutions, and the Vir- 
ginia Assembly declared them unconstitutional. So that 
Judge Chase well understood against what opposition he 
must contend when he proposed to enforce the Sedition 
Law in the State of Virginia. 

It was afterward attempted to argue that the doctrine 
of nullification was taught in the opposition to these laws ; 
but Madison was able to point to the fact that Callender’s 
trial and conviction, in the capital of his State, had met 
with no resistance except in the methods entirely legal. 
But for all this, it was laid up in the memory of men who 





had been the judge to defy the sentiment of liberty, and to 
stand as champion of this odious measure against the 
flower of the Virginia Bar. 

Again, Judge Chase was that charages 
is to a lawyer the most exasperating 
sarcastic, able. He held his own in all¥ 
even though his manner might be rudy 
was almost sure to be correct, so that the law¥ 
fronted him suffered defeat in the estimation of the by- 
standers, and felt almost certain that there was no chance 
of reversal in a higher tribunal. 

The scene may be imagined. The newspapers with 
customary extravagance had published in advance of 
Judge Chase’s going to Richmond, his threats not only to 
punish Callender, but to teach the Virginia Bar a lesson. 
The Federalist friends of the burly old Judge‘were repre- 
sented as roaring with laughter as he described how he 
would take the chivalry of the Richmond Bar across his 
knee, and after the manner of the country schoolmaster, 
instill into them some correct notions of what was really 
law. The combatants were now met. There were Wirt 
and Hay and Nicholas, burning with patriotic zeal; eager 
to defend the freedom of the press, as involving the lib- 
erty of the people; full of earnest resolution ; surrounded 
on all sides by constituents in entire sympathy with their 
cause. 

There was the grim old Federalist, intent on the intel- 
lectual combat ; overflowing with the“gaudiacertaminis ;” 
accustomed to every kind of popular debate; not in the 
least disturbed by being in the midst of a community over- 
whelmingly opposed in their views to his. And so an eye- 
witness testified: “The audience enjoyed considerable 
mirth at the expense of the counsel, but I did not see the 
iatter laugh.” The managers so lost all sense of humor 
as to prove that in response to an argument by Mr. Wirt, 
Judge Chase had bowed and said, “It is a ‘non-sequitur,’ 
sir,” upon which Mr. Wirt sat down—whether it was be- 
cause of being “bowed at” or called a “non-sequitur” is 
not plain. So they proved that Judge Chase had called 
Mr. Wirt “a young man,” whereas he was thirty and a 
widower ! 

Another reason why the impeachment of Judge Chase 
was undertaken is that there was about this time what we 
may call an epidemic of impeachments. The most promi- 
nent was the trial, in 1802, of Judge Addison, the presid- 
ing Judge of one of the Common Pleas Courts of Penn- 
sylvania. It had been his habit, in addresses to the grand 
jury, to abuse the Democrats, and he had gone so far, on 
one occasion, as to say that a liberty pole was a nuisance— 
in striking contrast to a Vermont Jeter who sat on the 
bench in a liberty cap. It seems that at that date several 
Judges opened court. An associate of Judge Addison, a 
mild Frenchman named Lucas, attempting to speak after 
the delivery of the principal charge, Judge Addison told 
the grand jury that “the address delivered to them by the 
said John Lucas, otherwise John B. Lucas, had nothing to 
do with the question before them, and that they ought not 
to pay any attention to it.” 





On the next day, upon Judge Lucas’ attempting to .* 


speak again, Judge Addison told his colleague to be si- 
lent, and informed him that the court would, and knew 
how to, enforce obedience. 

Following his conviction, the whole Supreme Bench of 
Pennsylvania, with the exception of one Judge, who was 
a Democrat, was attacked; but the bar, rallying to their 
support, they were acquitted. 

It is evident that when the Federalists were defeated in 
the year 1800, and John Adams was succeeded by Thomas 
Jefferson, all of the offices in the country were in the pos- 
session of the Federalists. Since, however, the Senate 
had, by a narrow majority, decided that the President 
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could remove an officer without the assent of the Senate, 
the way was open to put Democrats in all places except 
those which were judicial. From this they were barred 
out by the-life tenure prescribed by the Constitution, un- 
less some means could be found, under the Constitution, 
of cutting short their term. 


In the closing days of Mr. Adams’ administration an 
act was passed creating sixteen Circuit Judgeships. All 
of these places were filled by appointment of the Presi- 
dent and confirmation of the Senate, some of them not be- 
ing completed until nine o'clock at night on the 3d of 
March, 1801. These were called the “midnight appoint- 
ments.” They were gotten rid of summarily by a repeal 
of the law creating the courts over which they were to 
preside—an act which was assailed with great vigor as be- 
ing not only unconstitutional, but utterly inconsistent with 
the independence of the judiciary. Having disposed of 
these surplus Judges, however, there was certainly a dis- 
position to get hold of some of the places upon the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

These reasons all conspired to induce the House of 
Representatives to undertake the impeachment of Judge 
Chase. While at this distant time, the part which he had 
taken in the Revolution, and the fact that he was one of 
the signers of the Declaration of Independence, would 
seem to be of themselves sufficient to screen him from any 
attack, yet we are to remember that at this early day near- 
ly all the men prominent in public life had taken active 
part in the Revolutionary struggle, and that even signers 
of the Declaration of Independence jostled against and in- 
terfered with each other on the high-road to public power 
and place. 

What, then, caused the failure of the impeachment? 
In the first instance, the prosecution was conducted with a 
degree of heat in no way warranted by the nature of the 
charges. One of the managers said: “It is true our 
fellow-citizens are looking with an anxious solicitude to 
the decision of this cause, and, as the counsel have said, a 
condemnation will not be a proof of guilt of the Judge; 
and I thank God that an acquittal will not establish his in- 
nocence.” 


Such a sentiment only marks and emphasizes the 
chagrin of disappointed partisanship. For it is not con- 
ceivable that so grave a matter as the institution of such 
proceedings by a body so responsible as the National 
House of Representatives, before a court of such dignity 
as the Senate, involving the place of a Justice of our Su- 
preme Court, could be undertaken from any motive other 
than the highest concern for the public good. The ac- 
cused was entitled to every consideration of calm judg- 
ment, and certainly was not to be branded as a criminal 
except upon the judgment of his triers. 

John Quincy Adams represents Madison as laughing 
over the vain rage of Randolph and Nicholson at the 
judgment of the Senate—for, going back into the House 
of Representatives, one proposed an amendment to the 
Constitution making Judges removable by address, while 
the latter wanted an amendment allowing a State to can- 
cel the commission of a Senator. 

Again, the theory upon which the impeachment was 
undertaken broke down from the very beginning. This 
theory was that all the Senate had to determine was the 
question whether the accused was a fit person to continue 
to hold the office to which he had been appointed. In 
other words, that whereas, incumbents of other offices 
could be removed by the President without the consent 
of the Senate, whenever he considered a change would 
promote the public welfare, so an officer holding his place 
by a fixed tenure could be removed by a vote of the House 
of Representatives for reasons which, in the will of two- 
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thirds of the Senate, were of sufficient force to induce their 
concurrence. 

At the present day, under the constitutions of many of 
the States, a judge can be removed by address. Given 
the proper majority in favor of such action, there is no 
legal limit upon the motives or reasons for the address, 
For, if the proper majority so wills it, for purposes how. 
ever partisan, or for causes however trivial, the effec 
follows, since the power is one dependent upon the will, 
lf the address, as was the case this year in Tennessee, 
expressly negatives any unfitness, a different question may 
arise, 

The Constitution of the United States is not so. It de. 
clares the judges shall hold office during good behavior. 
It ordains that the President, Vice-President and all ciyj] 
officers of the United States shall be removed from office 
on impeachment for and conviction of treason, bribery, 
and other high crimes and misdemeanors. To the House 
of Representatives is given the sole power to try all im- 
peachments. When sitting for that purpose they are to 
be on oath or affirmation, and no person is to be convicted 
without the concurrence of two-thirds of the members 
present ; and judgment in case of impeachment is not to 
extend further than removal from office and disqualifica- 
tion to hold office. 

It was suggested that as a judge holds his office during 
good behavior, the implication is that he shall cease to 
hold it when he is guilty of bad behavior; and what is 
bad behavior is undefined; indeed, impossible of strict 
definition. 

This argument counts for nothing, because a judge is 
a civil officer and is one to be removed by impeachment. 
The process of impeachment is essentially judicial; re 
quiring charges, a court sitting under oath, whose finding 
is called a conviction and whose sentence is called a judg- 
ment. Moreover, the grounds of impeachment are limited 
to treason, bribery, and other high crimes and misde- 
meanors. There must be an offense ; it must be of a grave 
character, such as treason, bribery, or other high crime 
or misdemeanor. The word “misdemeanor” may not 
have been used in a strict sense, and may be equivalent 
to misbehavior. 

Again, it can be well imagined that what would be a 
high misdemeanor in one civil officer, would not be so in 
another civil officer. Every office has its ‘special obliga- 
tions and its own peculiar limits upon even the private 
life of its incumbent. 

The legal phrasing of our constitution necessarily fol- 
lowed the English law. In the mother country a judge 
was removed trom place by address or removed and pun- 
ished for misconduct by impeachment, or bill of attainder. 
The latter method was simply the passage of a law, which, 
without. regard to whether an act was criminal when com- 
mitted, or without regard to its then measure of punish- 
ment, in one stroke declared the crime, fixed the punish- 
ment, and convicted the offender. 

Our constitution forbids ex post facto laws and bills of 
attainder, and allows on impeachment no punishment ex- 
cept removal from office and disqualification for future 
preferment. 

For this reason there has always been a struggle to 
make our process of impeachment cover a part of the field 
occupied in England by bills of attainder. But there can 
be no place for the idea that a judge or any civil officer 
of the United States, holding a fixed tenure under the 
constitution, can be removed from his place because any 
majority, however large, of the legislative department 9 
wills it. He is entitled to know the accusations and fact 
his accusers; to hear their evidence and to produce his 
own. His offense must fairly come within the constitt- 
tional definitions, and his triers must sit under the solem 
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nity of an oath and of the weighty moral and legal obliga- 
tions resting upon a judge. 

In the year 1804, Judge Pickering, a district judge of 

New Hampshire, was removed from office after trial be- 
fore the Senate. He was charged with habitual drunken- 
ness, although his friends claimed that he was insane. 
The question then framed by the Senate was: “Is John 
Pickering, District Judge for the District of New Hamp- 
shire, guilty as charged in the article? The answer to be 
yes or no,” 
"But in the Chase trial, after much argument and oppo- 
sition, the question was changed, and this was its form: 
“How say you? Is Samuel Chase, the respondent, guilty 
of a high crime or misdemeanor, as charged in the article 
just read?” The answer was to be “guilty” or “not 
guilty.” The mere agreement to thus form the question 
determined the whole result. 

‘Tt can hardly be said to be yet determined what is an 
impeachable offense, and under what limits the Senate sits 
as a court of impeachment. The counsel in the Chase 
trial, and Judge Curtis in the Johnson trial, have stated 
the simplest rule, which is, that “it consists of the viola- 
tion of some Federal law of a nature so grave as to be 
classed with treason and bribery.” Any other rule leaves 
the Senate, where the argument of General Butler leads it, 
uncontrolled by any law, each senator to determine for 
himself whether expediency requires the removal of an 
officer. He therefore denied that the Senate was a court, 
or, as Mr. Evarts said, “he found that the only way to 
prevent his cause from being turned out of court was to 
turn the court out of his cause.” 

Every successive impeachment has increased the 
weight of the more conservative notion, and it has also 
made clearer that the logic of the other contention leads 
to the power of passage of both ex post facto laws and 
bills of attainder, by a majority of the House and two- 
thirds of the Senate, through the indirect method of an 
impeachment inaugurated by the one and successfully car- 
ried through the other. * * * * 

It is obvious that the most important consequence of 
the acquittal of Judge Chase was the effect it had on the 
independence of the Federal judiciary. His removal from 
office, considering the charges made against him and the 
evidence adduced in their support, would of necessity have 
established the proposition, as one of practical politics at 
least, that a judge could be addressed out of office when- 
ever his political opponents could command the necessary 
majority to that end. This would have destroyed the Su- 
preme Court, or have so weakened its character as to 
make its influence of small moment in the formative period 
of this republic. 

If it is said that the power of removal by address has 
not weakened the State judiciary, it is a full reply that 
in almost every State the terms of the judges are so short 
as not to make it worth while to remove them; and, again, 
he reads with little reflection who does not observe how 
hard upon popular belief follows judicial opinion. 

The plan now in favor of electing judges by the people 
for short terms makes them responsible only to the people. 
The obvious objections to this are the necessity of the 
canvass for the election, and the looking forward to re- 
election, and the fact that the judge frequently has to 
answer to the temporary popular impulse rather than to 
a fixed and considered public opinion. But this is better 
than making judges removable at the will of the legis- 
lature—a body not even responsible for their appointment. 

he consequent intrigue between the power which creates 
the vacancy and the power which fills it is too well known 
in other lines to be dwelt upon. 

The establishment of this judicial independence in the 
Chase trial was followed by the establishment of the 





executive independence in the Johnson trial; and, I doubt 
not, the first did much to influence the last. For if it 
had been determined that the question of removal of a 
judge whose term for life was only dependent upon the 
wish of the legislature, a fortiori it would have been de- 
termined that an executive term of four years was so 
dependent. With the executive and judiciary thus at the 
legislative mercy, our constitution would have suffered an 
entire subversion. Instead of three independent and co- 
ordinate departments, there would have been one over- 
shadowing power. In both impeachments, then, the axe 
was laid at the very root of the tree. The power of veto 
and the final power of upholding the constitution against 
usurping legislation, would be of little value confronted 
with a power of removal such as this. 

In Massachusetts a judge was once remowed from of- 
fice because he enforced a Fugitive Slave Law. In West 
Virginia a judge was once removed from office because he 
allowed a returned Confederate to practice law without 
taking the oath of expurgation. This would be a prece- 
dent to the Senate to disrobe Taney for deciding the Able- 
man-Booth case, and to unfrock Field for deciding the 
case of Ex parte Garland. 

One of the most astonishing notions that found coun- 
tenance in those old days, and has been revived in the 
new, is that by reason of its independence the Federal 
judiciary has the potency to erect itself into an oligarchy, 
and that the rights of the people and the powers of the 
other departments of government are in danger from its 
usurpation. 

In a famous sentence Mr. Jefferson stated: “It has 
long been my opinion, and I have never shrunk from its 
expression, that the germ of dissolution of our Federal 
government is in the constitution of the Federal judiciary. 
An irresponsible body, working like gravity by day and by 
night, gaining a little to-day and a little to-morrow, and 
advancing, with noiseless step like a thief, over the field 
of jurisdiction, until all shall be usurped from the State, 
and the government of all become consolidated into one.” 

In order to determine the relative strength of several 
powers which are supposed to co-exist, and the possibility 
or probability of one absorbing the others, we must ex- 
amine into the nature of each power, and especially find 
out how far each has an existence and authority independ- 
ent of the other. 

Take, then, the Federal judiciary. Is it self-existent? 
The constitution simply ordains that the judicial power of 
the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court, 
and in such inferior courts as Congress may from time to 
time ordain and establish. It gives the Supreme Court 
original jurisdiction in a few cases and leaves all other 
questions of jurisdiction to Congress. The legislative 
power, therefore, fixes how many judges there shall be 
in the supreme Court, and to this same power belongs the 
right to say whether there shall or shall not be any other 
courts. 

The first Congress of Mr. Jefferson’s administration 
abolished the law which created sixteen circuit judges, 
and shut up the Supreme Court so that it held no term 
in the year 1802. According to this precedent, Congress © 
can to-morrow absolutely abolish every Federal court in 
the Union except the Supreme Court, and practically de- 
stroy that. 

The answer to the question as to whether the Federal 
judiciary is self-existent (meaning established by the con- 
stitution without the aid of another power so established) 
must be in the negative. 

What, then, as to the jurisdiction of the Federal 
courts? The same statement applies here. It is wholly 
dependent on Congress, and can be much or little as Con- 
gress shall ordain. The constitution limits the judicial 
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power of the United States, but does not confer any power 
on the courts. it belongs to Congress within these limita- 
tions to say what part of this jurisdiction shall be exer- 
cised. Hence Congress can at any time take away all 
original jurisdiction from the inferior courts, and all ap- 
pellate jurisdiction from the Supreme Court. 

Nor is this mere theory, for Congress has never yet 
granted to the inferior courts all the jurisdiction it might 
grant to them, and has always limited the appellate juris- 
diction of the Supreme Court. Not only is this true, but 
Congress has actively interfered to prevent the Supreme 
Court from deciding cases already argued and under 
advisement. In this way Congress essayed to prevent the 
Supreme Court from passing on the constitutionality of 
the Reconstruction measures ; taking away the appellate 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court after cases involving 
these laws had been argued and submitted to the court 
and held under advisement by it. 

The small measure of the original jurisdiction in the 
Supreme Court counts for nothing. 

It thus appears that no case can be brought in an in- 
ferior Federal court; no witness sworn; no jury called; 
no judgment pronounced, unless Congress so wills. 

When, therefore, it is complained that the Federal 
courts exercise certain judicial power; that they take 
jurisdiction over certain controversies ; that foreign cor- 
porations are allowed to sue in those courts or remove 
cases to those courts ; that the Supreme Court is allowed 
to annul the judgment of the highest State tribunals— 
when all this is alleged, and alleged as constituting a 
tyranny of judges, a usurpation, a growth of an oligarchy 
—the answer is so simple as to appear absurd. And yet 
it is true that all this is at the will of the people; that the 
representatives and senators elected by the people and 
the States can at their pleasure, remove every evil and 
destroy every vestige of judicial power. * * * * 

There is no power in the State so dependent on the 
people as the judiciary. Strip it of their confidence, take 
away their faith in it, and it is as a voice crying in the 
wilderness. Let the people cease to love order ; cease to 
desire the enforcement of law ; cease to care for the minis- 
ters of justice, and this thing you call an oligarchy will 
perish as a feeble flame is swallowed up in immeasura- 
ble darkness. 

This famous trial proved the wisdom of confiding in 
the Senate the power to try impeachments. Indeed, there 
is hardly any provision in the constitution so admirable 
as that creating the Senate, and giving to it the large 
authority which belongs to it. This is not the occasion 
to enlarge on such a theme. There is a disposition to 
underrate the Senate; to decry its character ; to speak of 
it as a “rich man’s club,” and even to change the method 
by which its members are selected. Because several 
States have failed to elect, it is argued that there should 
be a direct choice by the people. But there is no reason 
in this. If the State cannot be well represented it had 
best not be represented at all. The moment the plan of 
the constitution providing one method of selecting the 
House of Representatives, another the Senate, and a third 
the President, is broken into, no man can foresee the 
changes that will occur. It may not be true that on every 
occasion the Senate has expressed the sober’ second 
thought of the American people, but it has rarely done 
otherwise. On its floor the greatest of our public dis- 
putants have debated the most momentous questions of 
national life; and I believe that without boasting we can 
claim that history shows no greater legislative body. 

When, on March 3, 1805, Aaron Burr delivered his 
farewell speech, he concluded it, in special reference to 
the trial of Samuel Chase, with language of unerring 
prophecy :— 
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“This body is growing in importance. It is here, jj 
anywhere, that our country must ultimately find the ap. 
chor of safety, and if the constitution is to perish—which 
may God avert, and which I do not believe—its dying 
agonies will be seen on this floor.” 








THE ETHICS OF ADVOCACY. 


By Hon. Charles E. Wolverton, Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court of Oregon. 


(An address delivered before the Oregon Bar Asso. 
ciation, Nov. 21, 1899.) 

My attention was lately attracted to an interesting and 
able article by Showell Rogers, in the “Law Quarterly 
Review,” and it has led to the adoption of this subject, 
In the limited time which I have allotted me, I cannot 
expect to treat largely of it, but will endeavor to examine 
such phases, only, as have occurred to me to be of pe- 
culiar interest. I accord to Mr. Rogers the credit for a 
goodly share of the apparent research which my address 
may suggest. 


All practicing lawyers are presumed, of course, to be 
conversant with the ethics of the profession, as it is the 
guide to their conduct at every turn in the great va- 
riety of legal and business relations which they are so- 
licited to, and do, assume in the course of an active 
practice. But, however familiar the principles thus in- 
culcated may be to the profession, we must beware lest, 
by reason of this very circumstance, we pay too little 
heed to their sacred admonition. At any rate, a frequent 
discussion of their spirit and signification cannot fail of 
wholesome results. 


The statute has prescribed four rules of duty, which 
comprise all the features of my subject, touching which 
I shall venture to inquire at this time, viz.: “To counsel 
or maintain such actions, suits, proceedings or defenses 
only as may appear to him legal and just, except the 
defense of a person charged with a public offense; to 
employ, for the purpose of maintaining the causes con- 
fided to him, such means only as are consistent with 
truth, and never seek to mislead the court or jury by 
any artifice or false statement of law or fact; to maintain 
inviolate the confidence, and at every peril to himseli 
preserve the secrets of his clients;” and “not to encour- 
age either the commencement or the continuance of an 
action, suit, or proceeding from any motives of passion 
or interest.” 


The oath which the attorney assumes, and which he 
makes binding upon his conscience, to “faithfully and 
honestly demean himself in office,” comprises and em- 
bodies a loyal observance and discharge of these, among 
other, essential rules of legal ethics. This is the form of 
oath usually administered, but in some States it is more 
specific. In Pennsylvania it runs in this wise: “You do 
swear * * * that you will behave yourself in the office 
of attorney within this court according to the best of your 
learning and ability, and with all good fidelity as well 
to the court as to the client; that you will use no false- 
hood, nor delay any person’s cause for lucre or malice.” 


The most concise, interesting and eloquent epitome 
of the advocate’s duties is contained in the Genevan's 
oath, which he makes binding upon his conscience 
through each day’s professional service, until the final 
sunset. It is as follows: “I solemnly swear, before Al- 
mighty God, to be faithful to the Republic, and the 
canton of Geneva; never to depart from the respect 
due to the tribunals and authorities; never to counscl or 
maintain a cause which does not appear to be just ot 
equitable, unless it be in the defense of an accused per- 
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son; never to employ, knowingly, for the purpose of 
maintaining the causes confided to me, any means con- 
trary to truth, and never seek to mislead the judges by 
any artifice or false statement of facts or law; to abstain 
from all offensive personality, and to advance no fact 
contrary to the honor and reputation of the parties, if it 
be not indispensable to the cause with which I may be 
charged; not to encourage either the commencement or 
continuance of a suit from any motive of passion or in- 
terest; nor to reject, for any consideration personal to 
myself, the catise of the weak, the stranger, or the op- 
ressed. 

D. Bethune Duffield, Esq., in his masterly analysis of 
this oath, says: “Here you have the creed of an upright 
and honorable lawyer. The clear, terse and lofty lan- 
guage in which it is expressed needs no argument to elu- 
cidate its principles, no eloquence to enforce its obli- 
gations. It has in it the sacred savor of divine inspira- 
tion, and sounds almost like a restored reading from 
Sinai’s original, but broken, tablets.” 

The rules thus so aptly epitomized are not of recent 
origin. They existed largely before the United States 
became an independent government, and their spirit has 
been adopted everywhere in this country. They have 
been much discussed, and their legal significance has be- 
come, in the main, fixed and established. 


A scheming ethical paradox—a puzzling moral con- 
tradiction—is suggested by the first casual glance at 
their statement and arrangement. Such impression is 
engendered by the bold non-inclusion denoted by the 
clause, “except the defense of a person charged with a 
public offense,” and writers, moralists, practitioners and 
jurists, of great learning, wisdom and conscientious re- 
gard for truth, correct habits and conduct, have given the 
idea reassurance by the accustomed manner in which they 
have construed and acted upon the rules. 

To many persons, it is inconceivable how the ad- 
yvocate can reconcile his sworn duty to maintain such 
suits, proceedings and defenses only as may appear to 
him to be 'egal and just, with his practice in engaging 
in many causes, which, after fair examination before a 
tribunal of justice, are demonstrated to have been in 
reality illegal, unjust and inequitable; and, again, how 
it is that the means employed in the usual and accus- 
tomed practice under the law are, or can be, reconcilable 
or consistent with truth. The legal thought, or con- 
struction, of these rules is generally supposed to be at 
variance with that suggested in the forum of the con- 
science; hence, I say, that to the layman, who, without 
attributing to these rules their practical functions, pre- 
sumes, of course, that their just interpretation should be 
in consonance with a strictly literal one, it seems para- 
doxical that they should be susceptible of any different 
shade of meaning in legal parlance; and to him the very 
suggestion that they are capable of an ostensibly differ- 
ent construction is but another of the many quibbles and 
snares of which the law is singularly and proverbially 
prolific. These, he supposes, are peculiar to the profes- 
sion, and born of it. 

Rules designed for general application are not usu- 
ally explicit in detail, and the language employed is or- 
dinarily that which is calculated to indicate the course 
of conduct in a general sense. Few are so plain and 
obvious that they do not need construction and interpre- 
tation before their true and exact meaning becomes set- 
tled and definitely understood. It is a matter of com- 
mon knowledge that many acts of the Legislature re- 
quire construction by the courts before implicit reliance 
can be predicated upon their legal significance. God’s 
holy law is the rule and guide of our faith and conduct 
and contains the purest ethics; but who does not know 








that there has always existed great concern and criti- 
cism touching the manner of its interpretation and ullti- 
mate application? 

I will consider more especially these three phases 
of my subject: The exception, the causes and defenses 
maintainable, and the means morally and legally suitable 
to the purpose. 

The exception, when’ read with the context, would 
seem to give positive license to the advocate to engage 
in the defense of a person charged with a public of- 
fense, when it does not appear legal and just. But this 
is not the idea. He may engage in the defense of a per. 
son accused of crime, whom he may have good reason to 
believe guilty, and yet the defense which he may in- 
terpose and rely upon for acquittal be such an one as 
is permitted under the rule, and the means which he 
seeks to employ be entirely consistent with the most rigid 
ideas of truth. The time was, and it was not a great 
while ago, when our mother-country would not permit 
a person charged with the commission of a felony te 
have the benefit of counsel. The revolution of 1688 pro- 
duced the cleaving wedge which eventually opened the 
way to the adoption of a reform both humane and just. 
Soon thereafter an act of Parliament giving a person 
charged with high treason the benefit of counsel was 
adopted. It took effect March 25, the first day, accord- 
ing to the old calendar, of the year 1696, and not until 
then was the accused allowed a full defense. The strug- 
gle which brought about this immediate advance in the 
interest of humanity was long and accompanied with 
stout, acrimonious and persistent opposition; yet, when it 
received the sanction of law, the assaults upon it were 
greatly extended. It was a curious incident and a re- 
markable species of tact in advocacy that led to its adop- 
tion. Lord Ashley, then a mere youth of twenty-five 
years, espoused the cause, and, feigning to be greatly 
embarrassed, the house became indulgent and encour- 
aged him to proceed. “How can I, sir,” said he, re- 
covering himself, “produce a stronger argument in favor 
of this bill than my own failure? My fortune, my char- 
acter, my life, are not at stake. I am speaking to an 
audience whose kindness might well inspire me with 
courage. And yet, from mere nervousness, from mere 
want of practice in addressing large assemblies, I have 
lost my recollection. I am unable to go on with my 
argument. How helpless, then, must be a poor man, 
who, never having opened his lips in public, is called 
upon to reply, without a moment’s preparation, to the 
ablest and most experienced advocate in the kingdom, 
and whose faculties are paralyzed by the thought that, if 
he fails to convince his hearers, he will in a few hours 
die on the gallows, and leave beggary and infamy to 
those who are dearest to him.” The speech made a great 
impression, and led at once.to the success of the meas- 
ure. 

So tenacious was the government of the old system 
that Lord Holt refused to allow Mr. William Parkyns 
the benefit of counsel the day only before the act went 
into effect, intimating that he must administer the law 
as he found it, and could not anticipate the operation of 
an act of Parliament for a single day. Ambrose Rock- 
wood was the first to be tried under the new dispensa- 
tion, and was defended by Sir Bartholomew Shower, of 
unenviable fame, nicknamed the “man-hunter.” An om- 
inous beginning, not presaging the best results for the 
new practice! He interposed some technical objections, 
but could make no defense upon the merits, as the facts 
were so palpabaly in the one direction. 

Thus was launched the new system, but it was not 
until 1836 that the privilege in England was extended 
to other felonies. The argument put forth against such 
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extension was born of pure fiction—that the judge was 
counsel for the prisoner and the duty devolved upon him 
to see that the accused had a fair trial and was not con- 
demned except by the law. But what’a travesty upon 
the idea when such judges as Jeffreys sat as the admin- 
istrator of the rule and the dispenser of justice! It 
seems a most singular fallacy in human research and 
foresight that withheld this humane privilege from the 
defendant in felonies and capital offenses when it was 
never questioned in civil cases and misdemeanors. 


The right of a person accused of crime “to have 
the assistance of counsel for his defense” was early en- 
grafted upon our national constitution. So, under our 
state constitution, the accused is entitled “to be heard 
by himself and counsel,” nor is there a spot in the Union 
or in any territory under her dominion, so unhallowed 
that this fundamental principle is not there invoked and 
enforced. Furthermore, as Mr. Cooley has said: “Gen- 
erally, it will be found that the humanity of the law has 
provided that, if the prisoner is unable to employ coun- 
sel, the court may designate some one to defend him, 
who shall be paid by the Government; but when no such 
provision is made, it is a duty which counsel so desig- 
nated owes to his profession, to the court engaged in 
the trial, and to the cause of humanity and justice, not to 
withhold his assistance nor spare his best exertions in 
the defense of one who has the double misfortune to be 
stricken by poverty and accused of crime. No one is 
at liberty to decline such an appointment, and few, it 
is to be hoped, would be disposed to do so.” 


This spirit is now fully abroad in England as well, 
for it was remarked by Chief Justice Hale in one case: 
“Although Sergeants have a monopoly of practice in the 
Common Pleas, they have a right to practice, and doprac- 
tice, at this bar; and if we were to assign one of them 
as counsel, and he were to refuse to act, we should make 
bold to commit him to prison.” 


Thus we have elucidated the solid and enduring 
foundation, born of the better instincts of mankind and 
the love of justice, upon which the exception rests. Does 
it now seem paradoxical that an attorney may—nay, must 
from a sense of duty, under his oath—engage in the de- 
fense of a person charged with a public offense? The 
engagement is not inimical, as we shall see later, to the 
maintenance of such defenses only as may appear legal 
and just, nor is he to employ any means in such a de- 
fense not consistent with truth. “There is an honorable 
way of defending the worst of cases.” 

It is a familiar principle that the presumption of 
innocence is with the accused until the guilt of the 
offense is fastened upon him by legal proof, and that he 
shall not be condemned, except in pursuance of and con- 
formity to law. As a part of society and of the body 
politic, the attorney owes a duty to the public to see to 
it that good and wholesome laws are adopted, that good 
government prevails, and that none of its purposes are 
perverted and subordinated, so that individuals may over- 
ride and stand without the pale of just regulations, in- 
tended for the good of all. This, we conceive to be a 
primary duty, and all others must be made to bend 
and yield to its behests. 

Lord Brougham once intimated, while acting in the 
defense of Queen Caroline, that it was the duty of an 
advocate to protect his client at all hazards and costs 
to all others, even to the extent of involving his country 
in confusion. His words were uttered, however, as a 
menace, and not to indicate a rule of ethics; and it must 
be conceded that, under our modernized institutions, 
the occasion for invoking such a principle can scarcely 
arise. 

In criminal proceedings, cousel for the common- 





wealth should regard himself as an assistant to the court 
and fairly put the whole case to the jury, so as to ascer. 
tain the truth according to law. He is, says an eni. 
nent English judge, “really a part of the court—a kind 
of minister of justice, filling a quasi-judicial position, 
* * * and should avoid all technical objections and nisi 
prius tricks, in order that the issue may be tried upon its 
merits.” Queen Elizabeth once declared to Lord Treas. 
urer Burleigh that she would have the form of the ree. 
ords altéred, so as to show that her Attorney-General 
was counsel, not so much pro domina Regina, as pro 
domina Veritate! So it is that counsel, acting for the 
public in the capacity of a public prosecutor, should bring 
to the attention of the court any authorities or prece- 
dents which would appear to be in conflict with the right 
to maintain his cause. The rule has for its basis the hu. 
mane principle that the law can and ought to provide 
against the conviction of the innocent. To this end, 
the whole of the law, or, at least, such as may in any 
way limit or prevent the wrongful conviction of the 
accused, should be brought to the attention of the cour, 
that it may not be misled into a perversion thereof ay| 
the doing of a grave wrong to the individual and to so. 
ciety at large. 

The function and duty of counsel acting for the de- 
fense in criminal cases are grounded upon a somewhat 
different principle, and about this there has been much 
dispute among moralists and lawyers. “Speaking gener- 
ally,’ says Mr. Rogers, “they are, as one of the most 
eminent living authorities upon criminal law and practice 
has recently tersely expressed it, ‘to get an acquittal if he 
can, whatever the merits of the case may be.’” This is 
stating the principle strongly, from the standpoint of a 
criminal lawyer. It certainly brings into sharp compari- 
son the advocate’s ethical, as distinguished from his for- 
ensic, duties. 

Are they both susceptible of sanction in the forum of 
the conscience? 

Mr. Bentham says no. Such a rule, he argues, puts 
the attorney in pari delicto with an accessory before the 
fact and attributes to him equal culpability with an ac- 
eessory after the fact, as one who relieves, comforts and 
assists the criminal. But it has long been demonstrated 
that his rigid ideas of legal ethics are utterly insusceptible 
of practical application. They would, if enforced, result 
in condemnation without the law, rather than by the law. 

Prof. Washburn’s idea, as expressed to a class of 
graduating students, is, perhaps, nearer the true ethical 
rule: “It is your duty to see that every man has his 
legal rights.” 

The advocate is the agent of his client—by no means 
in the sense that he becomes his alter ego, but that he 
steps into his shoes for the purpose of -presenting his 
cause in court. The ordinary client is not used to the 
law, nor is he skilled in the art of trying and presenting 
a cause so as to bring out the salient features and make 
it as strong as the facts will permit in the light ol 
truth; hence,. he is impelled to resort to the expedient 
of employing counsel to do these things for him. 


Through the long experience of mankind it has been 
ascertained that justice is better administered by hedg- 
ing the secrets between counsel and client by a privilege, 
which is regarded as one of the most sacred rights inci 
dent to the profession. Indeed, as we have seen, the 
counsel is bound by the most solemn obligations of at 
oath not to divulge the confidence reposed in him by 4 
client; and, even were he so disposed, the law would not 
permit him to use it to the detrintent of the client with- 
out his consent; so that the communications by a client 
to his counsel are made sacred by the very law which 
licenses him to engage in its practice. 
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A curious case which arose in 1840 has long been 
famous upon the annals of jurisprudence. I allude to 
the trial of Courvoisier, the Swiss valet, who was tried 
before Chief Justice Tindal and Baron Parke, convicted 
of and executed for the murder of his master, Lord 
William Russell. The case is often referred to, but, as 
it is so pertinent for illustration, 1 may be pardoned for 
again calling it to mind. The celebrated Charles Phill- 
ips defended him. After eight hours’ vigorous contest, 
believing implicitly in his innocence, the client non- 
plussed him by a full confession of his guilt. The coun- 
sel suggested, “Of course, then, you are going to plead 
guilty?” to which he made reply, “No, sir. 1 expect 
you to defend me to the uttermost.” The counsel’s first 
impulse was to make a clean breast of the affair. But 
this would have been the least justifiable step he could 
have taken, and a most unwarrantable and indefensible 
breach of his sworn duty. It would have set at naught 
the presumption of innocence and have been a ruthless 
usurpation of the function and province of judge and 
jury. The counsel would have taken upon himself the 
appalling responsibility of consigning his client forthwith 
to the gallows. Mr. Phillips sought the advice of Baron 
Parke, who unhesitatingly told him that, if his client in- 
sisted upon his continuing in his defense, it was his duty 
to do so and to use all fair arguments arising on the evi- 
dence. At a later period Phillips said: “I had no right 
to throw up my brief and turn traitor to the wretch— 
wretch though he was—who had confided in me.” 

This case is an extreme one, but it is one not un- 
likely to occur at any time, and puts the conscience to a 
severe test. It is illustrative, however, of the doctrine 
now recognized. “Our view,” remarks Seymour D. 
Thompson, “therefore, is that, however embarrassing it 
may be, it is the duty of the advocate, notwithstanding 
the manner in which his conscience may be handicapped 
by the confession, to go forward and do the best that he 
truthfully and honestly can for his client.” 

When guilt is concealed, the most usual condition at- 
tending crime, the principle ordinarily advanced, and 
with cogency and force, in justification of the advocate’s 
defending his client, is that which inhibits him in a meas- 
ure from prejudicing the case, or assuming the functions 
of the judge, rather than discharging those of his own 
calling. The idea is best illustrated by the answer given 
when an Irish prisoner was asked to plead guilty or not 
guilty. “Faith, and how can I tell until I’ve heard the 
evidence?” 

Arguments that convince one man, whether of ques- 
tions of law or fact, may not convince another, and truth 
is more effectually subserved where there is a full and 
fair investigation, proceeding from both sides of the 
controversy. Sydney Smith once preached a sermon, 
taking .for his subject: “The Lawyer That Tempted 
Christ,”’ in which he used this language: “Justice is found 
experimentally to be most effectually promoted by the 
opposite efforts of practiced and ingenious men present- 
ing to the selection of an impartial judge the best ar- 
guments for the establishment or explanation of truth. 
It becomes then, under such an arrangement, the decided 
duty of an advocate to use all the arguments in his 
power to defend the case he has adopted, and to leave 
the effects of those arguments to the judgment of others.” 

Dr. Johnson, the invincible moralist, gave his idea 
of the practice of advocacy in striking figure. “But what 
do you think of supporting a cause which you know to 
be bad?” queried Boswell. ‘Johnson replied: “Sir, you 
do not know it to be good or bad till the judge de- 
termines it. An argument which does not convince your- 
self, may convince the judge to whom you urge it; and 
if it does convince him, why, then, sir, you are wrong 








and he is right. It is his business to judge, and you 
are not to be confident in your own opinion that a 
cause is bad, but to say all you can for your client, and 
then hear the judge’s opinion.” 


These men were contemporaries of Bentham. The 
contrast of ideas is amazing, and one can scarcely imag- 
ine how it can be so, where the high and excellent 
moral susceptibilities of all are unquestioned and un- 
doubted. 

Baron Bramwell, who came a quarter of a century 
later, forcibly restated the principle, as follows: “A 
man’s rights are to be determined by the court, not by 
his advocates or counsel. It is for want of remem- 
bering this that foolish people object to lawyers that 
they will advocate a case against their own opinions, A 
client is entitled to say to his counsel, ‘I want your ad- 
vocacy, not your judgment; I prefer that of the court.’ ”” 
This is a practical lawyer’s view, uttered after a judicial: 
investigation of the subject, and “among practical law-- 
yers,” says Rogers, “there is no difference in opinion.” 

“Paint me as I am,” was the command of Oliver 
Cromwell to Lely. “If you leave out the wart, the scars, 
or the wrinkles, I will not pay you a shilling.” Not 
so with a person charged with a criminal offense. His 
injunction to his counsel is: “Paint you my better 
nature. Leave the blemishes of my character, my short- 
comings, and those things of culpable concern, to the 
commonwealth, which employs the greatest artists of the 
profession, and the judge and a jury of my peers wilk 
determine, by looking upon this side and upon that,. 
which is truth.” When the verdict is rendered, then is- 
truth established 

On the occasion of a banquet given in honor of M- 
Berryer, the illustrious French advocate, Lord Brougham 
compared him with Erskine, and observed that both pos- 
sessed the first great quality of an advocate, “to reckon 
everything subordinate to the interests of his client.” 
Upon the same occasion, Lord Chief Justice Cockburn, 
in response to the toast, “The Judges of England!” sub- 
joined a most significant suggestion. He said: “My 
noble and learned friend, Lord Brougham, said that an 
advocate should be fearless in carrying out the inter- 
ests of his client; but I couple that with this qualifica- 
tion and this restriction—that the arms which he wields 
are to be the arms of the warrior and not of the assassin- 
[t is his duty to strive to accomplish the interests of his 
clients per fas, and not per nefas; it is his duty, to the 
utmost of his power, to seek to reconcile the interests 
he is bound to maintain, to the duty it is incumbent 
upon him to discharge, with the eternal and immutable 
interests of truth and justice.” 

Here we have the whole principle. The efforts of 
an advocate should be serious, and he should leave no 
stone unturned to the end that the accused’s whole case 
may be submitted for the consideration of the court, and 
this is in the very best possible light. But the presenta- 
tion of the case should be fair, and no undue advantage 
should be taken of the tribunal whose function and duty 
it is to decide finally. Dr. Johnson would not have you 
“tell lies to a judge.” And this is elegant ethics. A de- 
liberate misstatement of the law is wholly inexcusable, 
and a resort to fallacious reasoning is a species of de- 
ceit, which soonor or later brings its reward—distrust, 
and loss of confidence. 


“No falsehood can endure 
Touch of celestial temper, but returns 
Of force to its own likeness.” 


Judge Curtis, in his eulogy of Rufus Choate before 


the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts, states the 
duty of an advocate, with just discrimination, to be “to 
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manifest and enforce all the elements of justice, truth | 
and law which exist on one side, and to take care that | 
no false appearance of those great realities are exhib- | 
ited on the other.” | 

The citation of overruled cases and obsolete or re- 
pealed statutes, with the purpose of misleading the court, 
and the willful perversion of the facts, are wholly un- | 
justifiable, and merit the severest criticism and rebuke. 
The occasion, therefore, can scarcely arise, if, indeed, it 
ever can, when an advocate may indulge in the suggestio 
falsi, and find excuse or justification for it, either in law | 
or morals. 

A suppressio veri is quite another thing, as the de- 
fendant is not obliged to put in more of his case than he 
deems necessary to his defense. The resort to tricks 
or deceptive expedients is, of all things, the most in- 
excusable, and sometimes the regaling of a half-truth, 
with plausible emphasis, will constitute the embodiment 
of a most pernicious and intolerable lie. Therefore, it is 
,of the utmost moment that the advocate should deal 
fairly with the final arbiter of justice, that no wrong 
may be done, and that right and justice may prevail. 


Speaking of the advocate’s treatment of the law, Mr. 
Rogers says: “Courts, therefore, are not to be misled 
nor inveigled into wrong judgments by the misplaced 
ingeniuty of advocates in order to gain victories for their 
clients in particular cases. If such forensic practices 
were to obtain generally, truth would be dishonored and 
justice dethroned just as much as by the evil arts of | 
suppression, distortion, mutilation and invention, which 
are universally regarded as indefensible in dealing with 
matters of fact.” And again, speaking more especiallv 
of the advocate’s use of facts: “There are in all civil- 
ized communities well-recognized rules of law, as well 
as of war, to which combatants are expected to con- 
form; and all contests, whether in the forum or in the 
field, must be honorably conducted. All is not fair at | 
law, any more than in war. The savage who shoots 
poisoned arrows, and the soldier who fires explosive bul- 
lets, is or ought to be put under the ban of nations; 
and the advocate, who attempts to poison the mind of a 
judge or jury with gross insinuations or groundless im- 
putations, deserves to be regarded equally as without the 
pale of honorable men.” 

I have thus far spoken more especially of an advo- 
cate’s duties in bearing the defense in criminal cases. 
But much, if not all, that has been said has an equal 
bearing in civil cases, except that in the latter greater 
latitude of choice is afforded. He shall “maintain such 
actions, suits, proceedings or defenses only as may 
appear to him legal and just.” In this, the practical 
application of the rule rests largely upon the principle 
that the advocate, in the discharge of his duties, should 
not arrogate to himself the functions of a judge. In 
many instances, the justice or injustice of the cause 
becomes at once apparent upon the suggestion of facts 
attending it. In such instances, there can be no cavil 
touching the advocate’s duty. 

An individual, who had been sued upon his plain 
promissory note, went to an attorney of recognized 
standing and integrity, and said to him: “I want you 
to beat this case.” ‘The first question put to him was: 
“Do you owe the note?” and when the answer came in 
the affirmative, he quickly replied, “You had better pay 
it,’ and declined to have further to do with the case, 
which all will concede was a perfectly proper course. 
But if the client had said: “But you do not understand 
all. The plaintiff owes me upon a stated account quite 
as much as he claims;” or, “the statute of limitations has 





-run against the note;” or, “it was obtained by deceit 





or fraud,” then it would have been just as good ethics 
to have taken the defense in the latter instance as to have 
rejected it in the former. In such a case the advocate 
can at once determine touching his course. 

But, in a vast number of cases accompanied with 
inconceivable entanglements, the advocate is utterly un- 
able to determine in advance the exact relative rights 
of his client as compared with those of his antagonist, 
and can but say to him, in all good conscience: “Voy 
had better take the judgment of the court. It is not my 
province to prejudge the case for you.” 

It must be admitted, however, that the lawyer's ac- 
ceptance of cases in civil affairs is largely a matter of 
his own choice in this country. He need not do so in 
any case, except it be the cause of the defenseless and 
the oppressed, in which event his oath is binding not to 
reject from any consideration personal to himself. His 
responsibility for litigation in its inception, its progress, 
and its result, must be, to some extent at least, commen- 
surate with his identification with the cause, and the 
lawyer's responsibility is left where he chooses to put it. 
He may limit it by limiting his relations to those ex- 
ternal services which are guardedly professional; or he 
may, on the other hand, enter so far into the case as to 
become as answerable for it as his client—even more. 
“He cannot make a case his own, and push it as if he 
were a party, and yet disclaim responsibility for it on 





| the ground that his connection with it is wholly offi- 
_ cial. He must openly accept the consequences of what- 


ever he does, and expect no shelter from any theory of 
the professional relation which does not squarely recog- 
nize all the facts.” 


But there is such a thing as the advocate controlling 
bis client in a measurable degree, and bringing about a 
reconciliation and settlement in many cases which ought 
never to go upon the court calendar. It may be true, as 
Quintilian observed, “A client is undeserving of an ad- 
vocate’s assistance if he does not listen to his advice.” 
Alfred Russell, of the Chicago bar, says: “Delay is firstly 
caused by the choking up of our court calendars with 
causes which should never have been brought, and which 
never would have been brought, if, in strict fidelity to 
duty, the counsel had exhausted all means to reconcilia- 
tion in the chamber, or were not himself a suitor in the 
name of his client.” 

Unwarranted and inordinate delay is always inimical 
to the cause of justice, and not infrequently encompasses 
its complete failure. When I speak of the failure of 
justice, I include failure to bring the guilty to punish- 
ment, as well as the defeat of rightful demands in civil 
controversies. The policy of prolonging a cause for the 
sheer purpose of outwinding the antagonist is wrong in 
principle. It is maintaining a proceeding both illegal 
and unjust. There should be an end to every litigation, 
and this should be as speedy as the regular and orderly 
administration of justice will permit. e advocate, as a 
member of the body politic, owes it to the public that he 
be not the instrument of inordinate delay, where the in- 
terests of his client cannot be legitimately subserved, 
and he oversteps the bounds ‘of duty when he thus blocks 
the progress of justice. 

It seems to be a rule everywhere conceded, applicable 
as well in criminal as in civil cases, whether in the prose- 
cution or the defense, that the advocate should not state 
his own private cr individyal opinion or belief in the jus- 
tice of his client’s cause. At the trial of Thomas Paine, 
for libels contained in “The Rights of Man,” Sir Archi- 
bald Macdonald, in opening the case to the jury, made 
haste to contradict in extravagant terms the alleged rumor 
that his duty as a public prosecutor did not accord with 
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his private judgment, and referred to Paine as “this enor- 
mous offender, as I consider him.” Mr. Erskine resented 
the tactics of the Attorney-General, and justly complained 
that he had thought fit “to add the just weight of his pri- 
yate character to his public duty.” He then treated elo- 
quently of the impersonality which should attach to the 
advocate. 

And again, in his opening for the defense in the trial 
of the Rugeley prisoner, Sergeant Shee observed: “I 
commence his defense—I say it in all sincerity—with an 
entire conviction of his innocence.”” The Attorney-Gen- 
eral, Sir Alexander Cockburn, took exception to the lan- 
guage, and, in the course of a scathing rebuke, vigorously 
protesting against the practice, said of counsel for the de- 
fense that he “had better have abstained from making 
any observations which involved the assurance of his own 
convictions.” 

The advocate’s personal opinion is wholly irrelevant to 
every issue of his client’s case, and is often a suggestive, as 
well as persuasive, argument to the jury to violate the 
oath they have taken to determine the cause according to 
the evidence. And, were he permitted to give his impres- 
sion, the interests of the client would frequently suffer; 
as, where the advocate could not honestly and conscien- 
tiously thus express his conviction, the jury’s irresistible 
inference would be that the opinion was, in fact, adverse, 
though unexpressed. The rule, therefore, is general in 
its application and the legitimate outgrowth of that other 
primordial rule that the attorney shall employ such means 
only as are consistent with truth. As promotive of truth, 
it is said to be clearly the duty of counsel, where only one 
side appears. whether in civil or criminal cases, to act as 
the assistant of the court—as a minister of justice—-in like 
manner as counsel for the prosecution in criminal cases is 
required to do, under the rule formerly noted. 

Without adverting further to specific rules, as time will 
not permit, it may he truthfully said that all the rules of 
legal ethics which have grown up and become established 
are promotive of justice and truth. Some people may 
say that they are not so rigorous and binding upon the 
conscience as they would make them. But humanity’s 
long experience has demonstrated their wisdom, practical 
application and operation in legal affairs. 

So long as disputes shall arise, solongas people will not 
settle their differences amicably, and resort must be had to 
tribunals of justice, just to that extent will it be necessary 
to employ persons skilled in the law and the art of trying 
cases to present them for adjudication. It is too near an 
approach to absolute Utopianism to expect that the client 
or his attorney is called upon to assist his antagonist, as 
well as make out his own case. When we approach to 
that degree of perfection in legal affairs, and the con- 
sciences of men so rebuke them that they will deal with 
absolute fairness among themselves, then will the legal 
profession cease to have its votaries, and they a clientage, 
and courts of justice will sit, if at all, in a perfunctory 
way to record the ents of men, and not to adjudi- 
cate touching their dlepates. 

We need only pause, therefore, and consider the prac- 
tical demands of justice, to be convinced that it is not ab- 
solute truth we may hope to substantiate, but such as is 
established, after fair trial, by legal evidence, produced 
under a system which has received, not only the sanction 
of past generations, but the approval of the most enlight- 
ened and humane of the present. This is as near absolute 
truth as human wisdom has been able to attain. 

“At last,” says Joseph B. Warner, in hisaddress before 
the American Bar Association, “the moralities of the prac- 
tice of the law must rest on the individual lawyer, and per- 
haps little more can be said by way of pafticular rules for 
professional conduct than that the lawyer is under all the 








obligations which the highest standard, rightly under- 
stood, imposes on any man. I'rom these he neither gets, 
nor claims, an exemption by reason of any convention 
which would permit falsehood, nor by reason of working 
within a system which, to some extent, settles conduct 
by general rules of law without regard to the moral aspect 
of particular cases” 
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William F. Marsh, appellant, v. Sol. L. Kaye, individ- 
ually and as trustee, respondent, etc., (New York Su- 
preme Court, Appellate Division, First Department, de-’ 
cided at October term, 1899.) 

The liability of the directors of a charitable corporation for its 
provided action is brought within one year (see Laws 1895, Ch. 659 
is enforceable in an action at law. 

Henry D. Hotchkiss, for the appellant. 

Harold Nathan, for the respondents. 

Ingraham, J. 


The action was in equity, the complaint asking for equitable 
relief only. The plaintiff sues on behalf of himself and all other 
creditors of the Ladies’ Deborah Nursery and Child’s Protec- 
tory, a corporation organized under chapter 319 of the laws of 
1848, providing for the incorporation of benevolent and charit- 
able, scientific and missionary societies. The complaint alleges 
that the plaintiff’s assignor sold and delivered to the said cor- 
poration certain goods, wares and merchandise, for which there 
remains due and owing to the plaintiff as assignee a sum of 
money in excess of $3,600; that certain of the defendants at the 
time of contracting the indebtedness were trustees or directors 
of the said corporation, and as such were jointly, severally and 
individually liable to plaintiff’s assignor and to all other cred- 
itors of said corporation; that within less than one year after 
the sale and delivery of the said goods to the said corporation, 
proceedings were commenced for the voluntary dissolution 
thereof, and that in such proceedings a temporary receiver 
of the corporation was appointed, and an order was entered 
enjoining and restraining all persons from commencing any 
suits or proceedings against the said corporation, which in- 
junction remained in full force until the final dissolution of the 
said corporation; and that subsequently such final order was 
entered by which the said corporation was dissolved; that vari- 
ous defendants named were creditors of said corporation, for 
whose claims the said defendant directors aforesaid were and 
are personally liable; and the plaintiff asks judgment that all 
creditors of said corporation for whose debts the directors or 
managers were liable may, when ascertained, be made parties 
to this action; that all parties who are not parties to the action, 
who are directors or managers of said corporation and who are 
liable to pay the debt of the plaintiff or any part thereof, or 
of any other creditors who may be parties, may be made par- 
ties defendant; that the sums which the said several defendant 
directors or managers are liable to pay may be ascertained and 
apportioned to the several debts of the plaintiff and of such 
other creditors as may become entitled to share in the fruits of 
the action, and that the defendant creditors of the corporation 
and all other persons claiming to be creditors may be severally 
restrained and enjoined from further prosecuting any action 
or proceeding at law to recover the amount of any debt or any 
part thereof due from said corporation, and from collecting 
any judgment in any such action, and for other relief. 

There is no allegation that a permanent receiver had been 
appointed in the dissolution proceedings, or that the temporary 
receiver had any property of the corporation in his possession. 
The receiver is not asked to account, nor is any personal judg- 
ment asked for by the plaintiff as against any of the directors 
or trustees of the corporation for the recovery of his demand 
against the corporation. 

The liability of the directors of this corporation for the 
debts thereof is based upon section 11 of the Membership Cor- 
porations Law (Laws of 1895, chap. 559), which provides: “The 
directors of every membership corporation * * * shall be 
jointly and severally liable for any debt of the corporation con- 
tracted while they are directors, payable within one year or 
less from the date it was contracted, if an action for the col- 
lection thereof be brought against the corporation within one 
year after the debt becomes due, and an execution issued 
therein to the county where its office is, or where a certificate 
of its incorporation is filed, be returned wholly or partly un- 
satisfied; and if the action against the directors to recover the 
amount unsatisfied be commenced within one year after the 
return of such execution.” 

The court below dismissed the complaint upon the ground 
that “the liability of the several directors is a primary lNiability, 
enforceable in an action at law, and that the action, as brought 
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and as stated in the complaint, cannot be maintained in a court 
of equity.” . 

By the act of 1848, under which this corporation was organ- 
ized, the trustees of the corporation present at any meeting 
authorizing the contracting of any debt, and acquiescing in the 
passage of any resolution or order authorizing the same, were 
made jointly and severally liable for any such debt, provided 
a suit for the gollection of the same were brought within one 
year after the debt became due and payable. This provision 
continued until the enactment of the Membership Corporations 
Law, when the same liability was continued, except that a 
condition was imposed requiring that an action for the collec- 
tion of such indebtedness must be brought against the cor- 
poration within one year after the debt became due, and an 
execution issued therein be returned wholly or partly unsatis- 
fied. The liability of the directors of the corporation, however, 
was the same, based upon the fact that the directors and 
trustees of such corporation were liable for its indebtedness 
contracted while they were in office. The original statute con- 
ditioned the liability upon the commencement of an action to 
recover the amount of the indebtedness within one year after 
such indebtedness was incurred. The amendment, in addition, 
conditioned it upon the commencement of an action against 
the corporation within one year after the indebtedness was in- 
curred and the return of an execution therein wholly or partly 
unsatisfied, and the commencement of an action against the 
directors within one year after the return of such execution 
unsatisfied, 

Thus the principle upon which the liability of the directors 
existed was not different from that upon which it existed 
under the act of 1848, and the adjudications as to the nature of 
that indebtedness would apply to an indebtedness under the 
provisions of the General Membership Corporations Law in 
question. 

In Corning v. McCullough (1 N. Y. 47, 53) the action was 
brought to recover an indebtedness due from a corporation of 
which the defendant was a stockholder. The law applicable 
in that case provided “that the stockholders of the corporation 
shall be jointly and severally personally liable for the payment 
of all debts and demands contracted by the corporation,” but 
that before any suit should be commenced judgment must be 
obtained against the corporation and an execution be issued 
thereon and returned unsatisfied. In discussing the nature of 
the individual liability of the stockholders, the court say: “If 
that company had been a voluntary unincorporated association 
of individuals, using the name of the Rossie Galena Company 
in its operations, his (the defendant’s) liability for its engage- 
ments would have been clear, and his defense in point of form 
to an action against him solely for a debt of the company 
would have been the non-joinder of his associates with him 
in the action. How has the act of incorporation in this case 





shielded the stockholders from that responsibility for the debts 
of the company, which, acting without it, they would have in- 
curred? It is not a general unqualified incorporation of the 
company imparting to the stockholders and members compos- 
ing it as a legal consequence an exemption from personal liabil- 
ity for the debts and engagements of the body corporate. It 
is a legislative grant of a special qualified corporate capacity, 
with adequate plenary powers for the purposes of its institu- 
tion, but with the personal liability of the stockholders for the 
debts the company shall contract and the liabilities they shall 
incur. The statute, at the same time that it incorporates the 
company, and thereby enables them to contract debts in their 
corporate names, provides that the stockholders who compose 
the company and for whose use and benefit purchases are made 
and debts contracted in their corporate name shall, notwith- 
standing their incorporation, be jointly and severally personally 
liable for the payment of all debts or demands contracted by 
the company, and that any person having any demand against 
the corporation, may sue any stockholder, director or directors 
in any court having cognizance thereof, and recover the same, 
with costs. * * * If then the incorporation of this company 
does not shield or exempt its corporators and members from 
individual responsibility for the debts and engagements of the 
company, but leaves them, under the common-law liability, as 
partners or joint debtors for those debts and engagements, must 
it not follow that the defendant McCullough, he being a stock- 
holder in the Rossie Galena Company at the time the debt of 
that company to these plaintiffs was contracted, became, on 
the consummation of the contract by the delivery of the goods 
to the company, liable for the payment of the debt contracted 
thereby? * * * When, therefore, the plaintiffs sold and de- 
livered their merchandise to the company whereof the defen- 
dant was a stockholder, they acquired a right, of which noth- 
ing could divest them, to the liability of the defendant for the 
payment of the price of the goods, and the defendant incurred 
the obligation to answer and pay the debt thus contracted. The 
creditors were, it is true, required by the 10th section of the act 
of incorporation first to obtain judgment against the corpora- 
tion (unless previously dissolved) for their demand, and to 
cause execution to be issued thereon, which was to be returned 
unsatisfied, in whole or in part, before they commenced their 
suit therefor against the individual stockholder on his persona! 
liability. But this provision does not affect the right of the 
creditor to the personal liability of the stockholder for his debt, 
nor the obligation of the stockholder to pay the same, nor 
does it prevent the liability of the stockholder to the creditor 
from attaching and becoming perfect on the consummation of 
the contract of the creditor with the corporation. It simply 
defers the remedy by action upon that responsibility until the 
remedy at law against the corporation shall be exhausted or 
the corporation shall have been dissolved.” 
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third volume, summarizing the syliabi of decisions in the foregoing volumes, referring to all cases upon the point digested and enabling 
the investigator in a very few moments to trace ANY CASE through al! subsequent citations, or ANY POINT through all the cases in the 


United States Supreme Court Reports bearing upen that point. 


The work will be at once a TABLE OF CASES, TABLE OF CITATIONS, OFFICIAL SUMMARY of all the 


decisions of the Supreme Court, and AN INDEX DIGEST thereto. 
betically by cases and the INDEX DIGEST by subjects. 


shown. 


The cases and their syllabi will be arranged alpha- 
The year in which each decision was made will also be 


This will be the first, the best and only complete digest, index, summary and table of cases of the Supreme Court Reports. It will be 
absolutely indispensable to every lawyer practicing in the Federal Courts, whether he owns the Reports of the Supreme Court or not. 

The syllabus of each case following the case in its alphabetical arrangement is the official syllabus from the official Reports of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, of which we own the exclusive copyright, and, therefore, this work is in effect 4 CONDENSED 
SET OF UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT REPORTS, something never before offered to the profession. 


WILL SEND SAMPLE PACES ON APPLICATION. 


THE BANKS LAW PUBLISHING COMPANY, 2{ Murray Street, New York. 


This same question was presented to the General Term of 
the Supreme Court and to the Court of Appeals in Rogers v. 
Decker (62 Hun, 15; 131 N. Y. 490). This case arose under chap- 
ter 368 of the Laws of 1865, which contains a provision substan- 
tially like the section of the Membership Corporations Law in 
question. Mr, Justice Barrett, in delivering the opinion of 
the court at General Term, said: “The trustees are, by the 
provisions to which we have referred, made primarily liable 
for the debts of the company. * * * The present act of in- 
corporation shields all the members of the company (except 
those who have accepted the position of trustees) from their 
common-law liability as joint debtors. The members who be- 
came trustees, however, are specially excepted, and as the act 
does not exempt them from individual responsibility, their 
aw is original and concurrent with that of the corpora- 
tion.” 

Upon appeal to the Court of Appeals the order was affirmed, 
and Judge Finch, in speaking of the opinion of the General 
Term, says: “It shows that in such case the liability is not so 
much created by the statute as retained and preserved under 
the corporate form; that but for the latter, the stockholders 
would have been liable as partners, and the statute continued 
that primary and original liability until the requisites of a cor- 
porate exemption were fully supplied. * * * The opinion fur- 
ther distinguishes * * * between such a cause of action and 
one founded upon a statutory provision which makes officers 
liable for failure to file a report or for its falsity. * * * In 
one case the original and primary liability of the members of 
the association, which would have existed but for the incor- 
poration, is, as to some of them, retained and perpetuated, not- 
withstanding the incorporation; in the other, that primary 
liability has been lost and destroyed by force of the completed 
incorporation, but is created anew by the statute in the form 
of a penalty for specific acts of disobedience. Under the statute 
of 1865 no new liability is created; a primary and original 
obligation is continued and retained.” 

Thus, when this corporation was organized, the primary 
obligation of all its members, except those who accepted the 
position of trustees, for debts of the company which would have 
existed but for the fact of the incorporation, was barred; but 
the members who became trustees, being excepted by the pro- 
visions of the statute which incorporated the company, were 
not exempted from this primary obligation for the debts of 
the company created while they were trustees. Such individual 
liability for such debts continued as if they had not become 
incorporated, and thus was original and concurrent with that 
of the corporation. By the enactment of the Membership Cor- 
Porations Law, which repealed the act of 1848, this provision 
of the act of 1848 was substantially re-enacted, another condi- 
tion being added to the enforcement of the individual liability 
@gainst the directors or trustees which had been reserved by 
the act of 1848. By section 32 of the Statutory Construction 





Law (Chap. 677, Laws of 1892) it is provided that the provisions 
of a law repealing a prior law, which are substantially re- 
enactments of provisions of the prior law, shall be considered 
as a continuance of such provisions of the prior law, and not 
as new enactments. Thus, the provision limiting the exemp- 
tion from liability, so that directors or trustees of a corpora- 
tion should not be exempt from such liability for debts of the 
corporation, has continued in force from the time the corpora- 
tion was organized down to the time the indebtedness was 
incurred; and, when this indebtedness was incurred, the 
directors or trustees of this corporation became liable with the 
corporation for such indebtedness. That liability, however, 
could not be enforced until after a judgment had been ob- 
tained against the corporation and an execution thereon re- 
turned unsatisfied in whole or in part. 

Such being the nature of the obligation of these defendant 
directors, how could that obligation be enforced? There would 
seem to be no doubt that each creditor of the corporation had 
a cause of action, jointly or severally, against the directors 
who occupied that position at the time the obligation was 
incurred by the corporation. That cause of action would be the 
same as a cause of action against the directors if they had 
been members of a voluntary association who had transacted 
business in the name of the association, except that the statute 
provides that they shall be jointly and severally liable, in- 
stead of jointly liable, as in such a case. The statute has 
changed this joint liability to a joint and several one, and that 
the Legislature had such a power was expressly decided in 
Corning v. McCullough (supra). The relations, therefore, of 
these directors to a creditor was simply the relation of joint 
and several debtors from whom the creditor was entitled to 
recover the amount of his demand by action at law. 

This being so, it would seem to follow that as the plaintiff 
had an adequate and complete remedy at law to recover the 
amount of money due him from these directors, who were 
his debtors, and in that action could obtain complete relief, 
no cause of action in equity existed which would entitle him 
to implead all other creditors of the corporation with all the 
debtors who were liable to such creditors for the amount of 
their claims against the corporation, for the purpose of settling 
the total amount of such indebtedness in one action. No pos- 
sible ground suggests itself for the necessity of such an action. 
If the plaintiff’s debtors refuse to pay him the amount which 
they owe him, he has his remedy at law to collect the amount 
of his indebtedness. It is no business of his whether other 
creditors of the same debtors do or do not prosecute their 
claims; nor can he be benefited or injured in any way by the 
prosecution of such claims; nor have the other creditors any 
interest in the recovery by the plaintiff of his claim against 
his debtors; and nothing alleged in this complaint would jus- 
tify the court in restraining these other defendants from pros- 
ecuting their claims at law as they have a right to do. The 
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fact that these trustees are debtors of this plaintiff does not 
authorize him to interfere and prevent other creditors of the 
same debtors from prosecuting their claims by lawful means 
against the debtors, and this, in effect, is all that this action 
seeks to accomplish. This plaintiff is not entitled to have the 
moneys that are collected upon the claims of the other cred- 
itors recovered in this action and applied to the payment of 
his indebtedness, nor has he the right to interfere in any way 
with the collection by the other creditors of this corporation of 
their demands against any person or persons who are liable 
therefor. The distinction between this case and those in which 
a limited liability is imposed upon stockholders, and where 
the fund created by such liability is applicable to the pay- 
ment of all the debts of the corporation, is apparent. In 
such cases the Legislature created a fund which should be 
applied to the payment of the corporate debts, and it is ap- 
parent that to create and administer that fund a resort to a 
court of equity is essential. In this case no liability is im- 
posed for the purpose of creating a fund for the benefit of all 
creditors of the corporation, nor would all the creditors be 
entitled to share in the liability imposed upon the directors, 
but the directors are made primarily responsible to each cred- 
itor of the corporation, where the indebtedness is created dur- 
ing the directors’ term of office. It, therefore, seems to me 
that no cause of action is alleged in the complaint for which 
a@ court of equity could give the plaintiff any relief, and the 
court quite properly refused to entertain the case. 


It does not appear by the record that the plaintiff claimed 
upon the trial that he was entitled to have this action treated 
as an action at law to recover his demand against the directors. 
As no such claim was made on the trial, the court certainly 
was not bound, of its own motion, to continue the action for 
that purpose; and even conceding that the plaintiff would 
have been entitled to have the cause continued for that pur- 
pose, we would not be justified in reversing the judgment. Nor 
does this appeal from the order denying the plaintiff's motion 
to amend the complaint present any question for review. That 
motion was not made until after the case had been decided 
by the judge at Special Term, and the complaint dismissed. 
The amendment, if allowed, would have created a new cause 
of action, namely, an action against the receiver for an ac- 
counting, which was entirely foreign to the cause of ‘ction 
which was presented by the complaint as originally drawn. 
As the complaint contained no allegation as to assets in the 
hands of the receiver, and asked for no relief against him, 
he was not required to answer it; and to allow an amend- 
ment upon the trial which would impose a liability upon the 
receiver, without giving him an opportunity of answering, it 
would have been entirely irregular and improper. 

In this view of the case it is not necessary for us to con- 
sider the point raised by the defendants, that as no judgment 
has been obtained against the corporation within one year 
from the date of the incurring of the indebtedness, no cause of 
action existed as against the directors. 

We think the judge below was right in dismissing the ccm- 
Pplaint, and it follows that the judgment must be affirmed, with 
costs. 


VAN BRUNT, P. J.. RUMSEY and O’BRIBPN, JJ.. von- 
curred; M’LAUGHLIN, J., dissented. 








LIABILITY OF MASTER TO INFANT EMPLOYE. 


Omaha Bottling Co. v. Theiler (Supreme Court of 
Nebraska, decided Nov. 9, 1899). 


Infants, like adults, assume the ordinary risks of service; though if 
engaged in a hazardous employment they are entitled to warning of dan- 
gers which on account of youth and inexperience they may not fully com- 
prehend. 


Action by Michael Theiler against the Omaha Bottling 
Company. Judgment for plaintiff. Defendant brings 
error. Reversed. 

Albert S. Ritchie, for plaintiff in error. 
ney, for defendant in error. 


SULLIVAN, J. Michael Theiler, a minor, brought this ac- 
tion in the district court to recover damages from the Omaha 
Bottling Company on account of an injury to his right eye 
resulting from the explosion of a bottle filled with carbonated 
cider. The plaintiff, when injured, was in the service of the 
defendant, a corporation engaged in the business of manufac- 
turing soda water, mineral waters, “patent cider,” and other 
aerated beverages. He was about 20 years of age at the time 
of the accident, and had worked for the company in its 
bottling department during the greater portion of the five pre- 
ceding years. In 1894 he had charge and supervision of the 
business for nearly nine months. In 1895, after being out of 
defendant’s service for a short time, he was employed as an 
ordinary hand, and was injured while bottling cider charged 
with carbonic acid gas under a pressure of 80 pounds to the 
square inch. In the original petition it was alleged as negli- 
gence that the defendant had failed to provide a suitable 
screen for the bottles which were being filled at the time of the 
explosion. After the verdict was returned the following 
amendment was added by leave of court: “That at said time 
plaintiff was inexperienced in the work of bottling said drink, 
and was uninstructed therein; that he was at said time using 
the appliances furnished by defendant in obedience to the re- 
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quirements of defendant, and did not know, or have means of 
knowledge, of any danger in using said appliances, but believeg 
the same reasonably safe, though as a matter of fact they 
were not, as defendant well knew.’ The action of the court 
in admitting this amendment by the postern gate was un- 
warranted, and cannot be sustained. The case was submitted to 
the jury on the theory that the failure of the defendant to 
furnish the plaintiff with a proper screen for the cider bottles 
might, under the circumstances disclosed at the trial, constj- 
tute actionable negligence. The jury were, in substance, in- 
structed that, unless contributory negligence was shown, 
they might find for the plaintiff, if the alleged negligence was 
established by a preponderance of the evidence. Was this in- 
struction correct, when considered with reference to the negli. 
gence charged in the amendment? Clearly not. The evidence 
bearing upon the question of contributory negligence was rele. 
vant, of course, to the matters stated in the amendment, and 
must have been considered by the jury in reaching their ver- 
dict; but the right to recover was not made to depend upon 
preponderant proof of any such matters. To make the amended 
petition the basis of the verdict would be to permit a recovery 
under instructions declaring, in effect, that all the essentia) 
facts of plaintiff's case need not be proved by the greater 
weight of the evidence. The general rule is that infants, like 
adults, assume the pte ons risks of the service in which they 
engage. They are entitled, however, to warnings of dangers 
which, on account of their youth and inexperience, they do not 
fully comprehend; and if such warning be not given, or if 
it be inadequate, the master is in fault, and must answer for 
the consequences. But whether the plaintiff in this case, by 
reason of his youth or lack of experience, was ignorant of the 
danger to which he was exposed; whether the liability of cider 
bottles to explode under high pressure was, as to him, a secret 
and hidden peril, was for the jury to determine from the evi- 
dence; and, in accordance with the general rule, the burden of 
proving the fact was upon the party asserting it. Sullivan y. 
Manufacturing Co., 113 Mass. 396; Brick Co. v. Reinneiger, 14 
Ill. 334, 29 N. E. 1106. The court, therefore, was not within 
the limits of judicial discretion in permitting the petition to be 
amended, and its order in the premises, being prejudicial to de- 
fendant’s rights, is sufficient to require a reversal of the judg- 
ment. 


Having shown that the verdict cannot properly rest on the 
facts introduced into the petition after the trial, we will now 
inquire whether the material averments of the original plead- 
ing are supported by adequate proof. The evidence shows 
conclusively that screens for cider bottles were not in general 
use in factories like that of the defendant; that such bottles 
were expected to stand a pressure of 100 pounds, and were con- 
sidered entirely safe at a pressure not exceeding 75 pounds, 
The regular course of the business was to do the work with 
pressure ranging from 40 to 60 pounds. The accident result- 
ing in plaintiff's injury occurred when the gauge indicated a 
pressure of 80 pounds. This was an extraordinary condition. 
It was a condition which does not seem to have been antici- 
pated, and one which would not have existed but for the 
negligence of the person whose duty it was to regulate the pres- 
sure. It would seem, therefore, that the proximate cause of 
the accident—the cause to which Theiler’s misfortune is natu- 
rally and primarily referable—was the failure to properly reg- 
ulate the pressure, and not the failure to previde a screen, 
which under ordinary conditions could serve no useful purpose, 
The measure of defendant’s duty to its servants, was the care 
required by the usual and ordinary usage of the business. The 
standard of due care is the conduct of the average prudent 
man. The appliances of the company were those in common 
and general use. Handled with ordinary care, they were not 
dangerous. This being indisputably established, it follows that 
the negligence alleged in the original petition is without any 
foothold whatever in the proof. Railroad Co. v. Lonergan, 11% 
Ill. 41, 7 N. E. 55; Shadford v. Railroad Co., 111 Mich. 390, 6 
N. W. 661; Sisco v. Railroad Co., 145 N. Y. 296, 39 N. E. 958; 
Titus v. Railroad Co., 20 Atl. 517; 136 Pa. St. 618, Hosic v. Rail- 
road Co., 75 Iowa, 683, 37 N. W. 963; Hagan v. Railroad Co., 
86 Mich. 615, 49 N. W. 509. 

There is another reason why the plaintiff is not entitled 
to recover. The duty to warn him of latent dangers, if any there 
were, was not an absolute one. The defendant was only re- 
quired to do what a prudent master naturally would do under 
like circumstances. Thain v. Railroad Co. (Mass.) 37 N. E. 
309; Manufacturing Co. v. Erickson, 5 C. C. A. 341, 55 Fed. 
943. The danger that cider bottles would explode, while being 
filled was not, to say the least, one obviously beyond the com- 
prehension of a boy of average intelligence, 19 or 20 years 
old, who had worked at the business for years, and had 
recently been charged with the control and supervision of the 
bottling department of defendant's establishment. It would, in- 
deed, be an exceptionally prudent and cautious master who 
would deem it necessary to give cautionary instructions to his 
servant in such acase. The plaintiff knew how the bottling busi- 
ness was conducted. He knew soda water and mineral water 
bottles would explode occasionally under an ordinary pressure, 
and it is scarcely possible that he was ignorant of the fact 
that cider bottles would also explode under high pressure. 
That he was ignorant of the hazards of the business we can- 
not believe, and to hold that the defendant should have warned 
him of such hazards would, in view of the circumstances, be 
requiring it to conform its conduct to an unreasonable stand- 
ard of care. The judgment of the district court is reversed, 
and — on remanded for further proceedings. Reversed and 
reman 5 
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English Law Dictionary, 


BY ARTHUR ENGLISH OF THE NEW YORK BAR, 
Formerly Ass't Attorney Interior Dept., Washington, D. C. 

The different dictionary definitions hereto- 
fore published, have been more on the order 
of digests, encyclopedias or glossaries, in- 
one as arule, Maxims. Constantly chang- 

legislation effects definitions very mater- 

ially. Therefore statutory definitions are 

nat to be relied upon unless they are the 
tion of what has already become the es. 
taolished meaning. Again, the average at- 

Seng has not the time or inclination to read 
columns er pages of matter when he looks for 
the definition of a word. 

English Dictionary . p= complete defini- 

ons of legal terms and words and embraces 
those not given in any other law dictionary. 

Furnished in a single compact volume at a 
moderate price. One large imperal 8vo. 
volume, law sheep,$6.50 net, or $7.00 delivered. 


Fimerican Practice Reports. 


A series of reports containing leading cases 
decided in courts of authoritative jurisdic- 
tion of each st te, territory, colony and in 
the United States Courts on points of Prac- 
tice, with complete and thorough annotation 
of the point or points of adjective law printed 
after the decision. Volame one contains cases 
selected from those decided during the months 
of September, 1897, to September, 1898, with 
annotations and notes written in 1899. 

Write for a sample number. 


Washington Law Book Company, 


WASHINGTON, D C. 


BAR ASSOCIATIONS AND LAW 
LIBRARIES. 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 








a Manferge, Row York Oty. | Trennare—o 


more, Md. 
Treasurer—Francis Rawle, 328 Chestnut St., Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CREDIT MEN. 


Secreta: y— William A. Prende mt, Now 3 York. 
Treasurer—T. H. Green, Sioux 


LAW LEAGUB + tell 
(Organized August 15, 1895.) 
Corres ndie at wi Groses 8 Hull Daffalo, X.Y. 
Dp 4 
Recording Secretary : “2. A Se ee ee. 
fare nh Ee K. Sumerwell, N ork City. 


CANADIAN BAR yo tae 





Trensunte_Geenge Dx dge. Little Rock. 


(Organized September 9, 1897.) 
President —Calawell Yeaman, Denver 
Secretary and urer—Lucius W. Hoyt, Denver. 





(Organized Jenuary 4, 1877.) 
President—Benson Wood, oo 
Secretary and Treasurer—J atheny, 


Springfield. 


INDIANA. 

. (Or, Tune 23, 1296.) 
President—R. 8 Tavlor, Fort Wayne. 
Secretary—Merill Moores, Indianapolis. 
Creasurer—Theodore P. Davis, Noblesville. 

10WA. 

(Organized December 27, 1894. 
Presi¢ent—L. C. Blanchard, Oskaloosa. 
Secretary—Samuel 8 Wright, Tipton. 
Treasurer—George F. Henry, Des Moines. 

KANBAS. 

( January 9, 1883.) 
President—C. C. an, Clay Center. 
Secretary—C. J. ewe, ' os 
Treasurer—Howell Jones, Topeka. 

KENTUCKY. 
President—Malcolm Yeaman, Henderson. 
Secretary—J. G. Poore, Frankfort. 

RR ew 

‘= ril 20, 1899.) 
President—Hoore P. Da P. Dart New Orleans. 
Secretary— Wm. 8. Benedict, New Orleans. 
MAINE. 

(Organized March 18, 1891.) 
President— Wallace H. White, Lewiston. 
Secretary and Treasurer. e C. Cornish, Augusta. 

MARYLAND. 

(Organized August 28, 1896.) 
President— Henry + ay Anne. 
Secretary —Conwa: Sams, timore. 

Toonmne—Suaake 6. Turner, Baltimore. 

MICHIGAN. 

(Organized June 1, 1890.) 
President—Bradley M. Thompson, Ann Arbor. 
Sec: etary—Arthur Brown, Ann Arbor. 
Treasurer—O. E. Butterfield, Ann Arbor. 

MINNESOTA. 

(Organizea 2 1883.) 
Cucetient— Dears © Cin , St. 4 
‘ecretary—Carl Taylor, Minneapolis 
Treasurer—David F. Simpson, Mi 

MISSISSIPPI. 
President—Robert Lowry, Jackson. 
Socnctary— oF } eaeaeen. 


MISSOURI 
(Organized December 29, 1880.) 
President— Robertson Mexico. 
Se.retary—J. J. Russell, Charleston. 
Treasurer—W. B. Teasdale, Kansas City. 
MONTANA. 
Organized Jan 8, 1885.) 
eo . Jocneed, Botte. atte. 
—— ma: oe 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
(Organized Augnat 10, 1873.) 
President - Irving W. Drew, Lancaster. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Arthur H. Chase, Concord. 
NEW JER®EY 
President—Samuel H. Gree. O Camden. 
—A.C Wall, Hu 
Treasurer—Chas. C. Black, Hudson. 
NEW MEXICO. 
( ized January 19, 1886.) 
, {eee Caianae. 
Secretary—Charles nger, Las Vegas. 
Treasurer—George w ke Knaebel, Sante Fe. 
NEW YORE. 
(Organized May 3 '876.) 
President— Francis M. Finch, Ithaca. 
eat Frederic E. Wadbams, Albany. 
ndin Secretary— George Lawyer, Albany. 
enry A. Peckham, Albany. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
ized Feb 10, 1°99.) 
President—Chss. . Warren, Washington. 
Secretary and Treasurer—J. C. Biggs, Chapel Hill. 
OKLAHOMA. 
( ized July 10, 1890.) 
President—J. C. Strang, Guthrie. 
—J. L. Calvert. Guthrie 
Treasurer—S. S. Lawrence, Guthrie. 
OHIO. 
( anized J uly 8. 1880.) 
Frettend— Sete * — —. P 
Secretary — » rants, Ashland. 
‘Treasurer—L. H. e, Toledo. 
OREGON. 


, (Organized October 18, 1890.) 
President— Lionel R. Webster, Portland. 


‘Treasurer—Chas. Fae 5 tehmabel Portland. 





. 0. Marshall, Colum 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 


(Organized December 7, 1897. 
See Van Cise, Deadwood. 


Lg gg es July i5, 1882.) 
President- Presley K E ©, Messten. 
Treasurer— William D. — 


President. s gqaized Jao gait Lake. 
a ne tel Ly te Salt Lake. 


VERMONT. 
a 14, 1878.) 
+ George W Ww. Wing. 1 — 


Terecy 6. 1888. 
President— Wil’ iam J. Leak: < ; 
Secretary and . Massie, Richmond 


WEST 
(Organized July 8, 
President—L. J. Willams, Lewisbnrg, 
| een a gS 4 Mines Bok. Clark: a 


WISCONSIN. 
yond 9, 1878.) 
Mame icy 1 Haring, Milwank 
18 ee 
Treasurer — 
TT © Qi 


ARKANSAS. 


The Arkansas State Bar Association 
held its annual meeting on Jan. 2 and 3 
in the Postoffice Building at Little Rock. 
Judge U. M. Rose, of Little Rock, presi- 
dent, presided. The attendance was quite 
large, many of the leading lawyers from 
all over the State being present. 

After an earnest invocation by Rev. W. 
E. Thompson, pastor of the First Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, South, Little 
Rock, and other preliminary business, 
President Rose delivered his annual ad- 
dress, his subject being “The First Law 
Reformer,” Beccaria, of Milan, Italy, who 
flourished in the eighteenth. century. The 
speaker discussed Beccaria’s life, work 
and influence, and his influence upon the 
present system of jurisprudence. He 
published a book on “Crimes and Pun- 
ishments,” which entirely changed the 
system of criminal law that had obtained, 
and fixed precise penalties where there 
had been lack of integrity before. Judge 
Rose said in part, quoting some of the 
tenets anounced by Beccaria: 

“The laws (generally written in Latin 
at that time) should be written in the 
vulgar tongue, so that they may easily 
be understood by the people. Every of- 
fense should be rigidly defined, and a 
punishment strictly proportioned to its 
magnitude should be prescribed with the 
greatest decision possible, so that the 
least possible discretion may be left to 
the judge. 

“The efficiency of punishment depends 
more on its certainty than on its sever- 
ity. If laws are well defined and prop- 
erly executed, each citizen will know the 
consequences of a criminal act; and the 
innocent will feel secure in the enjoyment 
of life, liberty and property. The press 
should be free, so that men may have the 
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‘benefit of free discussion and be able to 
form reasonable and correct opinions. 

“Judges should be assisted by laymen 
chosen by lot in all criminal trials. All 
trials should be public. Women should 
be allowed to testify as witnesses the 
same as men. (They were generally ex- 
cluded from the witness stand in Italy at 
that time.) Defects of moral character 
should not exclude a witness, but should 
only go to his credibility. 

“To justify conviction the evidence 
should be free from doubt, more especial- 
ly where the offence charged consists 
wholly or in part of spoken words, such 
words being often wrongly reported, 
while their meaning depends largely on 
tones and gestures that cannot be repro- 
duced in the courtréom. 

“No one should be forced to criminate 
himself. Torture, which. condemns the 
feeble and exonerates the robust, should 
be abolished.” 

On Jan. 3 the report of the committee 
on law and law reform, consisting of 
Messrs. John M. Moore, of Little Rock, 
chairman; E. A. McCullough, of Marian- 
na, and Joe M. Hill, of Fort Smith, was 
submitted and proved to be one of the 
most interesting papers of the entire 
convention, giving rise to more discussion 
than anything else. The report is as fol- 
lows, and was adopted after a spirited 
discussion, in which a great many parti- 
cipated: 

Mr. President—The committees on judi- 
cial administration and on law and law 
reform of the former State Bar Associa- 
tion presented elaborate reports at the 
meeting of the asociation, held on Jan. 5, 
1887, in which numerous changes were 
suggested in the law and rules of prac- 
tice, many of which were subsequently 
adopted by succeeding legislatures. Other 
reforms which were suggested in the re- 
ports referred to, although some of them 
related to matters of importance, have 
never been acted upon, but stand to this 
day as defects in our judicial system. 
The most of the subjects suggested in 
this report will be found to have been 
embodiei in the reports of the committees 
referred to. The fact, however, that so 
many of the suggestions made by the old 
bar association have been acted upon is 
sufficient encouragement to justify this 
association in pursuing the work and en- 
deavoring to improve the law and bring 
it somewhat nearer the state to which 
Mr. Justice Blackstone asserted it had 
attained in his time. 

One of the evils of the day, which has 
Zrown of late years until it has assumed 
alarming proportions, is the crime of 
jynching. The resort to mob violence has 
become so common that it is beginning 
to be regarded as an unavoidable evil. 
It acts .n contempt of all law and au- 
thority and represents anarchy in its last 
and worst phase. Experience in all parts 
of the country points to the fact that it 
cannot be repressed by the imposition of 
penalties against the individual partici- 
pants, and the only way to reach and re- 
press it would seem to be the imposition 
by law of such responsibilities upon the 
officers chargeable with the enforcement 
cf the law and the protection of the lives 
and liberty of the citizens as will make 
it to their interest to discharge their du- 
ties more faithfully than is usually done 
on such ocasions. So far as we are aware 
there has been no legislation in that di- 
rection; at least, if there has, it has not 
been such as te attract attention or to 
afford a test of its efficiency. Recent oc- 
currences in this and other States admon- 
ish us that some action should be taken 
by the legislative branch for the purpose 
of eradicating this monstrous evil. 

We would recommend that statutes be 
enacted, providing that in every instance 
where a person in legal custody is in- 
jured or put to death by a mob, the 
sheriff, who is the principal peace officer 
of the county, shall forthwith forfeit his 
Office, and shall be ineligible to reappoint- 
ament or re-election for the same term. 

In most cases the mobs who perpetrate 
that kind of violence are made up of the 





irresponsible classes, and the mass of the 
responsible people who do not approve of 
their conduct, remain passive, because 
they do not care to embroil themselves 
with the mob, while the officers whose 
duty it is to resist usually find it easier 
and safer, as well with regard to their 
political interest, as their personal wel- 
fare, to comply with the demands of the 
mob, and in that way it is very seldom 
that an earnest or even honest, effort is 
made by these officials to protect the 
helpless classes who are committed to 
their custody charged with heinous of- 
fenses, but who are, nevertheless, entitled 
to an impartial judicial trial. 


The enactment of such a statute would 
create an interest in county officials 
which would make them very active and 
earnest in the discharge of their duties 
in such contingencies, and their friends 
and supporters would rally to and aid 
them in the proper discharge of their 
duty. 

In this connection, we suggest, but do 
not recommend, as there is a difference 
of opinion among the members of the 
committee on the subject, that in addi- 
tion to the penalty prescribed against 
the sheriff, the imposition of a liability on 
the county in which a lynching is perpe- 
trated, to pay $5,000 to the widow and 
children, and if there be none such, to the 
next of kin, of any person who is put to 
death by a mob, recoverable by action on 
the part of the beneficiaries in any court 
of competent jurisdiction, and that upon 
the recovery of a judgment and presenta- 
tion of a certified copy thereof to the 
County Court, that the same be forthwith 
paid in money, or, if there be no money 
in the treasury for the purpose of paying 
the same, that it be paid by the issuance 
of county scrip, which shall be receivable 
for all licenses, taxes and dues of every 
character payable to the county. 


Such a law would create an interest 
among the responsible taxpaying classes 
in the repression of mob violence, and 
the fact of the counties being liable to 
compensate the family of the victim of 
their rage would have a deterrent effect 
upon the mob, and if there was a pros- 
pect of a speedy judicial trial and pun- 
ishment for the offence, would incline 
them to rely upon that method of pun- 
ishment, rather than to resort to a meth- 
od which would result in a benefit to the 
family or next of kin of the party 
charged with crime. 

The usual apology for mob violence is 
the uncertainty and delay in the enforce- 
ment of the criminal laws, and it must 
be admitted that it too often has a 
foundation in fact. 


Our criminal laws should be amended 
so as to require the speedy and final dis- 
position of all cases of capital offenses 
by mandatory provisions requiring the 
Circuit Courts to dispose of them without 
delay; and when delay is necessary for 
the production of evidence on either side, 
requiring the trial to be fixed for the 
earliest day that will afford reasonable 
opportunity for the production of the evi- 
dence, with ample power in the courts to 
regulate the scope of the evidence and 
the number of witnesses, so as to prevent 
the unnecessary accumulation of evi- 
dence, and to adjourn the court from 
time to time as may be necessary to se- 
cure an early trial; and. where a change 
of venue is granted, requiring the record 
to be certified and the court to which the 
case is removed forthwith to take steps 
for a speedy. trial of the case, under the 
same rules and regulations as are pre- 
scribed for the conduct of the case in the 
court in which it originated; also making 
it the duty of the sheriff, or, if he is ab- 
sent or unable for any reason to act, the 
e.rcuit clerk, to notify the Chief Justice 
(f@ the Supreme Court when a capital of- 
fense has been committed in his county, 
and requiring the Chief Justice, upon 
receiving such notice, if in his judgment 
the facts are such as to require a speedy 
trial of the case, to direct the judge of 
the circuit in which the crime was com- 
mitted, or if for any reason he shall be 
unable to act, then to designate the judge 





of another circuit to convene a specia) 
session of the Circuit Court of the County 
and impanel a Grand Jury, and if an in- 
dictment is found, to proceed to the trial 
of the case with as little delay as possi- 
ble consistent with the rights of the 
parties to produce their evidence. Where 
an appeal is taken to the Supreme Court 
it should be made mandatory on that 
court to see that the record is certified 
into it, and that the case take precedence 
of all other business and be disposed of 
at the earliest practical date, under regu- 
lations to be prescribed by the court. 

The enactment and due enforcement 
by the court and judges of such statutory 
provisions would remove the pretext, 
and, in connection with the imposition of 
such penalties upon peace officers as will 
create an incentive on their part to the 
discharge of their duty, we are confident 
would soon eradicate the evil. 

We are aware that there are existing 
statutes authorizing special and ad- 
journed terms of the Circuit Courts for 
the speedy trial of criminal cases, but 
the provisions of the statute are vague 
and general and are not mandatory, and, 
judging from results, it would seem that 
very little attention has been paid to 
them. 

We have devoted so much space to this 
subject because the good name of the 
State and the interest of society demand 
that radical and stringent measures 
should be taken by the Legislature for 
the purpose of repressing the class of 
lawlessness referred to, and we recom- 
mend that a committee be appointed to 
draft laws in conformity with these 
recommendations, and report the same to 
the next annual meeting of this associa- 
tion. 

An election was held, resulting as fol- 
lows: 


President—Judge Henry C. Caldwell, of 
Little Rock. 

Vice Presidents (one for each judicial 
circuit)—First district, E. A. McCulloch, 
Marianna; Second, Allen Hughes, Jones- 
boro; Third, Joe M. Stayton, Newport; 
Fourth, B. R. Davidson, Fayetteville; 
Fifth, Carroll Armstrong, Morrilton; 
Sixth, J. H. Harrod, Little Rock; Sev- 
enth, C. D. Greaves, Hot Springs; Eighth, 
W. V. Tompkins, Prescott; Ninth, W. C. 
Rodgers, Nashville; Tenth, W. J. Stan- 
field, Rison; Eleventh, X. O. Pindall, Du- 
mas; Tweifth, Joe M. Hill, Fort Smith; 
Thirteenth, R. S. Floyd, Eldorado; Four- 
teenth, J. C. Clark, Harrison; Fifteenth, 
H. L. Fitzhugh, Van Buren; Sixteenth, 
J. B. Baker, Melbourne; Seventeenth, Joe 
T. Robinson, Lonoke. 

Secretary—De E. Bradshaw, of Little 


Rock. 
Treasurer—George E. Dodge, of Little 
Rock 


The president appointed a committee 
of five on law and reform, consisting of 
Messrs. Jos. W. House, F. D. Kulkerson, 
Ed Bevens, John D. Shackelford and J. 
H. Crawford. ‘ 

The following addresses were deliv- 
ered: “Some Thoughts on the Constitu- 
tional Framework of Government in the 
United States,” by Hon. Morris M. Cohn, 
of Little Rock; “The Trusts and Thelr 
Kinfolk,” by Judge Joseph M. Hill, of 
Fort Smith; “Uniformity or Diversity,” 
by Hon. George B. Rose, of Little Rock. 


CONNECTICUT. 


The Fairfield County Bar Assoctation 
elected these officers on Jan. 5: Presi- 
dent, Samuel Fessenden; treasurer, 
Boward H. Knapp; secretary, William T. 
Haviland; law library committee, Lyman 
D. Brewster, of Danbury; Curtis Thomp- 
son, and John H. Perry; librarian, 
Charles S. Evans. Librarian Evans re- 
ported an addition of 228 books during 
the year. Upon recommendation of the 
library committee his salary was made 
$700 per annum. 


DELAWARE. 

The Bar Association of Kent County 
held its annual meeting in Dover on the 
night of Jan. 8, when the following offi- 
cers were elected: President, Henry Rk. 
Johnson; vice-president, Henry Ridgely, 
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jr; secretary and treasurer, Alexander 
M. Daly; board of censors, H. R. John- 
gon, James H. Hughes and William T. 
Smithers. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Chapin Brown was, on Jan. 9, elected 
president of the Washington Bar Asso- 
ciation. The meeting was one of the 
most largely attended ever held by the 
organization. The choice of Mr. Brown 
as president of the association was some- 
thing of a surprise. The unwritten law 
of the organization is that the choice of 
the chief officer sball be in the nature of 
a promotion, an“ it has been the custom 
for years, at tne expiration of the term 
of the president, to select the first vice- 
president as his successor. . 

An unusual condition of affairs, how- 
ever, confronted the members of the or- 
ganization when called upon to choose a 
successor to Samuel Maddox, who had 
peen president of the association for two 
terms, the allotted time which it is per- 
missible, under the law, for the chief offi- 
cer to hold the presidency. The elevation 
of Job Barnard to the bench of the Su- 
preme Court of the District also tended 
to complicate matters. Mr. Barnard was 
first vice-president of the association, 
and had he not resigned the position 
when chosen as Associate Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the District would 
have, according to the unwritten law of 
the organization, been elected to succeed 
Mr. Maddox. 

The fact that Mr. Brown was the sec- 
ond vice-president of the association, it 
was believed by many, did not entitle 
him to succeed to the presidency. The 
resignation of Mr. Barnard, it was 
thought, would furnish a pretext for 
opposing Mr. Brown's election without 
violating the unwritten law of the asso- 
lation. 

During the last few days there was 
considerable electioneering carried on 
quietly among the members of the or- 
ganization, ‘This interest resulted in 
the large number of members present 
to participate in the _ election. It 
was also known that William F. Mat- 
ingly, for many years a prominent and 
popular member of the association, would 
be made a candidate against Mr. Brown. 

his fact engendered a spirit of rivalry 

ong the younger and older members 
of the association, and Mr. Brown, al- 
hough placed in nomination by Franklin 
Hi. Mackey, one of the oldest members 
of the organization, was supported al- 
ost unanimously by the younger mem- 


ers. 
Mr. Mattingly was nominated by A. S. 
Worthington and the suggestion was sec- 
pnded by Henry E. Davis. The election 
was by ballot, Mr. Brown receiving 44 
otes and Mr. Mattingly 33. 
President Maddox named Messrs. 
Worthington and Mackey a committee to 
escort Mr. Brown to the chair. When he 
ook his seat he was called on for a 
peech. After thanking the members for 
he compliment paid him, he said if he 
had not been chosen nothing would have 
ven him greater pleasure than moving 
hat Mr. Mattingly’s election be made 
pnanimous. 
Benjamin F. Leighton was chosen first 
ice-president and Mr. J. Holdsworth 
ordon second vice-president, by the 
unanimous vote of the association. Cor- 
oran Thom, who has served four terms, 
nd Charles H. Cragin, who has served 
ix terms, were unanimously chosen re- 
pectively secretary and treasurer to 
ucceed themselves. 
The following were elected members of 
he board of directors: Hugh T. Tag- 
art, Leon Tobriner, B. S. Minor, Julius 
laedel and E. H. Thomas. 

MAINE. 


The Waldo County Bar Association has 
e-elected the board of officers which 
erved last year, Judge George BH. John- 
on being president and James 8. Har- 
man, clerk of courts, is elected librar- 
N for the coming year. 

€ Windsor Law Association, at its 
milai meeting on Jan. 8, elected the fol- 





lowing officers: President, H. T. W. Ellis; 
vice-president, A. R. Bartlet; secretary, 
A. P. E. Panet; treasurer, J. F. Hare; 
trustees, J. E. O’Connor, John Sales. 


MARYLAND. 


The following committees have been 
appointed by Mr. John P. Poe, president 
of the Bar Association: 

On Police Reorganization Bill—Messrs. 
Joseph Packard, Thos. 8, Baer and Wm. 
S. Bryan. 

On Amendment of Corporation Laws— 
Messrs. Stewart Brown, B. Howard Ha- 
man and Joseph C. France. 

On Amendments of New City Charter— 
Messrs. Skipwith Wilmer, John E. 
Semmes and Daniel L. Brinton. 

On Statute Upon Charitable and Re- 
ligious Uses—Messrs. John J. Donaldson, 
John C. Rose and Charles H. Wyatt. 

On Revision of the Criminal Law— 
Messrs. Edgar H. Gans, Robert M. Mc- 
Lane and Wm. L. Marbury. 

On Bill Relating to Corrupt Use of 
Money at Elections—Messrs. William 
Reynolds, Archibald Taylor and John F. 
Williams. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

A bar association is to be formed by 
the Haverhill lawyers. A committee has 
been appointed to arrange preliminaries. 

The Norfolk County Bar Association at 
its recent annual meeting elected these 
officers: President, James BE. Cotter, of 
Hyde Park; clerk, Edward S. Fellows, of 
Hyde Park; treasurer and librarian, 
Louis A. Cook, of South Weymouth; Ex- 
ecutive Committee, the above named offi- 
cers and Albert E. Avery, of Braintree, 
and George W. Wiggin, of Franklin. 
During the past year some $1,800 worth 
of law books have been added to the 
library in the court house in this town. 

The meeting of the legal fraternity of 
Brockton recently held at the Hotel Bel- 
mont was attended by thirty of the thir- 
ty-eight lawyers having offices there. 
They were called to order by Judge B. W. 
Harris, who spoke briefly, and then gave 
way to Judge Bixby, who was elected 
chairman. A committee consisting of 
Hon. Loyed E. Chamberlain, Charles A. 
Gilday and Judge Warren A. Reed, was 
appointed to make the necessary ar- 
rangements and to consider the matter 
of having two days in the week set aside 
for civil suits and hearings on poor, 
debtor and Dubuque law cases in police 
court. The matter of the local registry 
of deeds was considered, and a commit- 
tee, consisting of Warren Goddard, C. 
Cc. King, J. J. Dowd, H. H. Chase and 
Harry W. Flagg, was appointed to sub- 
mit a report relative to the same at the 
next meeting. 

MISSOURI. 

The Prosecuting Attorneys of the State 
of Missouri held their annual meeting re- 
cently in the office of Circuit Attorney 
Eggers, at the Four Courts. The fol- 
lowing officers of the association were 
elected to serve one year: William D. 
Steele, Sedalia, president; F. D. Hines, 
Jackson, first vice-president; Claude R. 
Ball, Montgomery City, second vice-pres- 
ident; Samuel Hodgon, St. Louis, .secre- 
tary; John M. Doran, Memphis, treasur- 
er.” A programme committee, consisting 
of John M. Doran, John’ W. Terrell, Sid 
Beery, James Mytton and 8S. B. Jeffries, 
was appointed to arrange for the next 
meeting, which will be held in July, 1900. 
A number of resolutions were introduced 
and referred to the legislative commit- 
tee, with instructions to report on them 
at the next meeting. The resolutions 
were all on law matters, and the attor- 
neys will endeavor to have them acted 
on by the next Legislature. 


NEW JERSEY. 


A meeting of the Somerset County Bar 
Association was held in the courthouse 
in Somerville recently. The annual elec- 
tion of dfficers was held and all the 
old officers were re-elected as fol- 
lows: President, Charles A. Reed; sec- 
retary, Miss Steele; financial secretary 
and treasurer, Nelson Y. Dungan. 





NEW MEXICO. 


The New Mexico Bar Association met 
on January 4th at Santa Fe in four- 
teenth annual session and elected the fol- 
lowing officers: President, Judge A. A. 
Freeman, Carlsbad; vice-president, R. C. 
Gortner, Santa Fe; Charles Springer, Las 
Vegas, secretary; solicitor general, E. L. 
Bartlett; treasurer, Col. George W. 
Knaebel. A memorial to congress, ask- 
ing for the creation of a separate Ap- 
pellate Court, was adopted. In the af- 
ternoon the association was addressed 
by Hon. H. D. Estabrook, of Chicago; 
Hon. Neil B. Field, Albuquerque, and 
Judge A, A. Freeman, Carlsbad. In the 
evening a banquet was served at the 
Palace Hotel, at which toasts were re- 
sponded to by Gov. Otero, Chief Justice 
Mills, Solicitor General E. L. Bartlett, ex- 
Gov. L. B. Prince, Hon. T. B. Catron, 
Hon. Frank Springer, Hon. R. H. Barnes. 

NEW YORK. 


At a meeting of the Board of Trustees 
of the Rochester Bar Association held re- 
cently, the president announced the fol- 
lowing standing committees for the en- 
suing year: 

Committee on Membership—Joseph 8. 
Hunn, William H. Shaffer, Adelbert Cro- 
nise, William DeGraff and James G. 
Greene. 

Committee on Grievances—William B. 
Hale, David Hays, John P. Bowman, El- 
bridge L. Adams and Abraham Benedict. 

Committee on Judiciary and Legal Re- 
form—Thomas Raines, Charles J. Bissell, 
Porter M. French, Selden S. Brown and 
Edgerton R. Williams. 

Committee on Memorials—Henry W. 
Conklin, John H. Hopkins, William N. 
Cogswell, Irwin Taylor and William E. 
Davis. 

Library Committee—Edward Harris, 
Samuel P. Moore and David Hays. 

The officers of the association are: 
President, Joseph W. Taylor; secretary, 
James R. Davy, and treasurer, Isaac Ad- 
ler. 

In opening the session of the State Bar 
Association President Logan on Jan. 16 
made an address on “The Limitation of 
Inheritance,” in which he said: 

“The characteristic of our age and civ- 
ilization is the presence of mighty for- 
tunes among us; the concentration of im- 
mense accumulations, and of the mighty 
power that follow therefrom, in few 
hands. The question to which I now ask 
your attention, is whether the State shall 
so exercise its lawmaking power as to 
permit these accumulations and this 
power to be freely transmitted from 
father to son and from generation to gen- 
eration, or whether the lawmaking power 
of the State shall be exercised in such a 
way as to impose limitations upon such 
transactions.” 

Mr. Logan then advocated a $10,000,000 
limitation, and gave as his reasons for 
advocating it, the following: 

“First—There is at the present day no 
good purpose to be served by giving a 
man power to transmit more than $1)0,- 


000. 

“Second—The great power which great 
wealth gives cannot be intrusted as safe- 
ly to those who inherit the wealth as to 
those who acquire it by their own exer- 
tions. 

“Third—No vested right would be in- 
fringed and no injustice done to any one 
by the proposed legislation. 

“Fourth—A great deal can be done for 
the amelioration of social conditions, the 
betterment of the masses of the people 
and the enhancement of civilization with 
the money which would come to the 
Treasury if the State were the heir of the 
surplus of every man’s fortune above 
$10,000,000.” 

At the evening session Mr. Justice 
Brown, of the United States Supreme 
Court, delivered an address on “The Lib- 
erty of the Press.” He said, in part: 

“The right of every man to express his 
opinions in speech or print is justly es- 
teemed as one of the most sacred prerog- 
atives of a free people. The very first 
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amendment to the Constitution declares 
that Congress shall make no law abridg- 
ing the freedom of speech or of the press. 
No clause of the Constitution has been 
more sacredly cherished and none more 
carefully upheld by the judicial power. 

“Too much cannot be said in praise of 
our daily press as news gatherers. Their 
enterpriste in this direction is superior to 
every obstacle. No quarter of the globe 
is too remote, no expense too great, no 
difficulties so insurmountable, that they 
cannot be overcome in pursuit of the lat- 
est and most authentic intelligence. Re- 
lays of reporters are kept within call, 
ready to be dispatched to the most dis- 
tant city; steam vessels are chartered 
to meet incoming steamers, to watch 
naval manoeuvres, or to reach places in- 
accessible by land; telegraph wires are 
burdened with messages passing to and 
from the offices of publication, and spe- 
cial trains are hired for the prompt dis- 
semination of their several editions. If 
their editorials do not always equal in 
ability those of the leading English jour- 
mnals—and I am not prepared to admit 
even this—their news columns are a re- 
freshing contrast to the deadly duHness 
of Continental papers. 

“All tnis does not blind us to the fact 
that many of these papers are guilty of 
a@ grave abuse of their privileges. Indeed, 
the sins of the press have been a fruitful 
subject of discussion ever since the form- 
ation of the Government. 


“Ugly stories, too, are told—with how 
much truth I know not—of the methods 
resorted to to create a sensation, or to 
advertise a paper; of correspondents sent 
to Washington with instructions to 
blacken the characters of particular men, 
regardless of the actual facts; of debates 
in secret session of the Senate published 
in defiance of privilege; of opinions of 
courts surreptitiously obtained before de- 
livery and published without a sense of 
shame; of editorial space sold for so 
much a line; of messages stolen from the 
wires; of watches put upon houses to 
unearth domestic scandals, or upon the 
steps of public men to ferret out political 
secrets; of respectable women detailed to 
walk the streets of a great city at night, 
get themselves arrested as disreputable, 
and spend a night in prison for the sake 
of a startling article upon the infamous 
persecution of workingwomen, but all 
with the understanding that, if they were 
not arrested, they would be discharged 
for incompetency; of another sent to 
England to take return passage in an 
emigrant ship, with instructions to write 
up the horrors of a steerage passage, and 
the accompanying moral ruin; which, of 
course, she never saw; of various other 
contrivances by which reporters are sent, 
not to investigate facts, but to make a 
case by hook or crook against some prom- 
inent official. For the credit of human- 
ity, not to say for the honor of a great 
profession, let us hope these stories are 
untrue! but there is something tiresome 
in their iteration. 

“The next step in their downward ca- 
reer was the illustration, and such illus- 
trations! Pictures of current events, bat- 
tles, murders, and sudden deaths, some- 
times copied from photographs, oftener 
drawn from the imagination—portraits of 
persons of more or less conspicuity, from 
the President of the United States to the 
latest baseball team, with the wrong 
mame often appended. An enterprising 
editor never allows the trivial fact that 
he has no photograph of a particular in- 
dividual to prevent his publishing one. 
All these extravagances culminate in the 
weekly horror of the Sunday morning edi- 
tion, which, in all the colors of the paint- 
er‘s palette, disport themselves in lurid 
imaginings, that suggest nothing so much 
as those representations of the infernal 
regions wherein the medieval German 
painters used to delight in setting forth 
the tortures of the damned. If there can 
be anything worse than these, the mind 
of man hath not hitherto conceived them. 

“Probably no law could be framed 
which would cover such cases, since mat- 








ters of taste are beyond the pale of the 
law; but it is to be regretted that the 
zreat mass of the American people are so 
imperfectly educated as to take pleasure 
in these abortions of the engraver’s art. 

“But it is in assaults upon private char- 
acter that the press is guilty of its gross- 
est cruelty, for no other word in the 
English language will adequately express 
the nature of these attacks. 


“With regard to officials and candidates 
for public office, a different rule applies 
from that which holds good as to private 
individuals. The public has the right to 
know not only the qualifications, but the 
private character of candidates for their 
suffrages, and as in a great majority of 
cases they cannot possibly know them by 
acquaintance, or by private inqury, they 
must necessarily rely upon the press for 
information. The law is justly liberal in 
this regard. 

“It is exceedingly doubtful if any legis- 
lation be practicable which shall tend to 
restrict the excessive license indulged in 
by newspapers. Of course, a censorship 
is not to be thought of in a free country. 
We can imagine a censorship which, 
without repressing the freest discussion 
of political and moral questions, and the 
claims of candidates to the suffrages of 
the people might repress much that is 
indecent, coarse and libelous, but in the 
practical administration of such a law, 
the abuses would soon outnumber the ad- 
vantages. 

“But notwithstanding the idiosyncra- 
sies of our daily press, if an account were 
struck between the good and the evil, we 
should find a large credit to the good. 
We cannot forget that they are our sole 
medium of communication with the outer 
world, and furnish us the latest intelli- 
gence in an attractive form, and if they 
are sometimes sensational, they are at 
least interesting. That in political crises 
their voices are generally for honesty and 
decency; that in moments of public dan- 
ger their loyalty to the common weal is 
beyond question, and that no great re- 
form in political or social life can be ex- 
pected without their co-operation.” 


The association elected these officers: 
President, Francis M. Finch, of Ithaca; 
vice-presidents, First District, Edmund 
Wetmore, New York city; Second Dis- 
trict, Theodore F. Jackson, of Brooklyn; 
Third District, Albert Hessberg, of Al- 
bany; Fourth District, John I. Gilbert, of 
Malone; Fifth District, Elon R. Brown, 
of Watertown; Sixth District, John P. 
Grant, of Stamford; Seventh District, 
Demerville Page, of Hornelisville; Eighth 
District, John G. Milburn, of Buffalo; sec- 
retary, Frederick E. Wadhams, of Al- 
bany; corresponding, secretary, George 
Lawyer, of Albany; treasurer, Henry A. 
Peckham, of Albany. 

The papers and addresses read before 
the association included Hon. James Als- 
ton Cabell, of the bar of Richmond, V3:., 
subject, “The Trial of Aaron Burr;’ 
Prof. E. W. Huffcutt, of the College 
of Law, Cornell University, on ‘“‘Fed- 
eral Control of Corporations;” Wilbur 
Larremore, Esq., of New York bar, on 
“The Constitutional Regulation of Con- 
tempt of Court;” Simon Fleischman, 
Esq., of the Buffalo bar, on “A Correct 
Basis for Corporate Taxation;’’ Prof. 
Charles F. Bostwick, of the University 
Law School, New York City, on “Cor- 
porate Finance in, Law.” 

The following members of the Execu- 
tive Committee were elected from the 
First and Second districts: Roger Foster, 
William E. Wyatt, M. Warley Platzek, 
Augustus N. Weller, James P. Phillip and 
Arthur S. Tompkins. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


The State Bar Association will hold its 
next annual session at Asheville on June 
27, 1900. The executive committee of the 
association met on Jan. 4 at Raleigh, in 
the office of Mr. F. H. Busbee, and elected 
the place and fixed the date and also 
mapped out in part the programme for 
the meeting, which, however, will not be 
made public until complete. The pro- 





gramme, as outlined, is one of e 
tional interest, members of the comm. 
tee say, it having been decided to inyit. 
dsitinguished members of the bar ip ang 
out of the State to address the aggogig. 
tion. Members of the committee ; 
were: Judge Allen, of Goldsboro; yy 
U. A. London, of Pittsboro, and Mr. J.g 
Manning, of Durham. The other mem. 
bers of the committee, Messrs, Clem Map. 
ly, F. H. Busbee and Capt. Peebles, gen 
proxies, 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

The executive committee of the State 
Bar Association met recently and ar. 
ranged for the first annual meeting to tp 
held in Fargo March 26. The visiting 
legal luminaries will be cared for by the 
local memberts of the bar. 


OHIO, 


The meeting of the executive commit. 
tee of the Bar Association on the after. 
noon of Jan. 4, held at the office of Judge 
L. H, Pike, resulted in the appointment 
of the following committees. On Lay 
Reform—Hon. Charles Pratt, chairman; 
W.H. A. Reed, Alexander L, Smith, L x 
Huntsberger and Charles 8S. Ashley. 0p 
Grievances—T. H. Tracy, chairman; J, 7 
Greer, Richard White, T. J. McDonald, 
Clarence Brown, C. W. Everett 
Henry W. Seney. On 
Richard McKee, chairman; 

King, H. S. Bunker, R. H. Baker and YW. 
B. Tyler. 

The attorneys of Portage county hav 
organized a Bar Association. R, S. Weds 
was elected president; J. H. Nichols 
vice-president; G. F. Doubthill, secretary, 
and BE. W. Maxson, treasurer, 

The Clermont Bar met at the Cour 
House at Batavia on the evening of Jan. 
4, and organized a Library Association 
Officers elected were: President, Juwige 
P. J. Nichols; vice-president, Lous 
Hicks; secretary, BE. 8S. Crane; treasurer, 
Judge T. P. Bueding, and librarian, 
Charles Woodmansee. Judge Davis, W. 
Cc. Bishop and C. B. Nichols were selected 
as an executive committee. Some thirty 
attorneys were present, all of whom 
signed the constitution. 

A meeting of the Law Library Associa- 
tion was held at Canton on Jan. 8. The 
following trustees were chosen: J. J. 
Clark, A. A, Thayer, Austin Lynch, C. © 
Bow and John C. Welty, of Canton; - 
to Young, of Massillon, and D. E. Roger, 
of Alliance. W. H. Smith was elected 
secretary and treasurer. 

The annual meeting of the Toledo Bar 
Association, on the morning of Dec. %, 
was not very well attended, twenty or 
twenty-five attorneys being present. 
Judge Pike made the opening address, 
briefly reviewing the work of the pat 
year and saying that the association ha 
much to be thankful for, 

Treasurer E. L. Twing reported cash 
on hand, Dec. 30, 1898, $250.21; received 
during the year, $218; total, $486.21; dis- 
bursements, $357.62; balance on han, 
$110.59. The following were elected to 
membership: L. - Wachenheime. 
George N. Fell, B. G. Love, Samuel Kohn 
and M. B, McCarthy. 

The surprise of the morning cam 
when the grievance committee, through 
Thomas H. Tracy, reported that it had 
no report to make. Most of the few la¥- 
yers who attended did so expecting © 
hear something on the recent Thatcher 
case, but were disappointed. If anything 
is to be reported by the committee it will 
be behind closed doors, 

All of the officers who served during 
the past year were re-elected with ti 
one exception that the offices of record- 
ing secretary and corresponding secre 
tary were merged, making the officers for 
the ensuing year as follows: Judge L. i. 
Pike, president; J, M. Ritchie, vice-prési- 
dent: E. L. Twing, treasurer; Haroli 
W. Fraser, secretary; members of tht 
executive committee, Judge Ritchie, W- 
H. A. Read, A. P. Crane, Irving Bedford, 
Charles Friedman, 
Judge Pike, ex-officio. This committe 
will appoint other necessary committee 
and report later. 


Judge Barber ant 
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w. H. A. Read introduced the following 
resolution, which will be discused at a 
special meeting to be held later: 

“Resolved, by the Toledo Bar Associa- 
tion, That we indorse the bill as prepared 
by the Municipal Code Association and 
request the members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives to enact the 
same into a law. 

“Resolved, That the secretary of the 
Toledo Bar Association transmit to each 
member of the Legislature from county 
end Senatorial districts a copy of this 

tion.” 
—_ new constitution was then read 
and the meeting adjourned. 


OKLAHOMA, 


The Territorial Bar Associan met on 
the afternoon of Jan. 5 and held memo- 
rial services in honor of the late Samuel 
T. Overstreet. The Chief and Associate 
Justices of the Supreme Court were pres- 
ent. The following committee was ap- 
pointed by Chief Justice Burford: First 
District, W. B. Herod; Second District, F. 
B. Gillett; Third District, J. H. Woods; 
Fourth District, James B. Diggs; Fifth 
District, James W. Smith, reported fit- 
ting resolutions of respect on the death 
of Mr. Overstreet, which were followed 
by eulogies from several members of the 
association. Hon. Jesse Overstreet and 
his brother, George Overstreet, both of 
Indianapolis, were present, 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The Bucks County Bar Association 
held their annual meeting recently, at the 
Monument House, Doylestown. Nathan 
James, of Doylestown, was elected pres- 
ident; John Dubois, vice-president; Har- 
vey Kiser, secretary and treasurer. After 
the business meeting the usual banquet 
was held. There was an unusually large 
attendance. 


The Executive, Legal Education and 
Law Reform committees of the State Bar 
Association met at the Court House in 
Pittsburg recently and discussed pro- 
posed legislation and other matters to be 
considered at the association meeting to 
be held at Cambridge Springs on June 
2%, 27 and 28 next. 
Jr., of Philadelphia, presided at the meet- 
ing of the Law Reform Committee. 
Among other matters discussed was a 
proposed act, drawn by Mr. Simpson, re- 
lating to municipal liens and the method 
of enforcing payment of taxes. Robert 
Snodgrass, of Harrisburg, presided at the 
Legal Education Committee. Judge J. A. 
Evans stated his belief in a needed 
change in the manner persons were ad- 
mitted to the bar on certificates. John 
M. Harris, of Scranton, presented a bill 
providing for the appointment of an ex- 
amining committee by the Supreme 
Court. This action was looked upon with 
favor and Mr. Harris and Mr. Snodgrass 
were appointed a sub-committee to 
draft a new bill embodying most of the 
points covered by the original bill and 
other ones suggested after it was first 
Tead. William Penn Lloyd, of Cumber- 
land County, treasurer of the association, 
made his semi-annual report showing all 
bills so far presented paid in full and 
a balance of $3,412.70 in the treasury. The 
Principal work done at-this joint session 
was the selection of orators and transact- 
ing other matters relating to the asso- 
ciation banquet. 


At the annual meeting of the Lawyers’ 
Club of Philadelphia, held at the club- 
house, 1226 Walnut street, the following 
officers were elected: President, Francis 
Shunk Brown; vice-presidents, P. F. 
Rothermel, Jr., John R. Read; treasurer, 
Henry ¢. Terry; secretary, Emanuel 
Furth; corresponding secretary, John C. 
Bell; directors, Charles Biddle, E. Clinton 
Rhoads, John I. Rogers. -Reports showed 
the club to be in a prosperous condition, 
= treasurer’s statement declaring all 


bts paid and a balance of rl 
on hand. 7 ae DS ayepes 


The annual 


County meeting of the Chester 


Law and Miscellaneous Library 


Alexander Simpson,” 





Association was held recently in the Law 
Library room in the Court House. The 
attendance was very small. The mem- 
bers present were William M. Hayes, A. 
F. Reid, Capt. R. T. Cornwell, James C. 
Sellers, Capt. Gibbons, Gray Cornwell, 
Thomas Lack and Samuel D. Ramsey. 
The president, William M. Hayes, called 
the meeting to order, and the secretary. 
Thomas Lack, read the minutes of last 
year’s meeting, which were approved as 
read. As he is also treasurer of the or- 
ganization, he read his report, which 
was referred to Capt. G, G. Cornwell and 
8. D. Ramsey, who were appointed an 
auditing committee. A little later the; 
reported having examined the treasurer's 
accounts ahd vouchers and found them 
correct. The accounts showed a balance 
one year ago of $106.70. Dues of members 
and other revenues added, $156.70, made 
a total of $263.40. The expenditures 
amounted to $165.55, leaving a balance of 
$97.90 in the treasury. A number of books 
had been purchased during the past year 
on the recommendation of the executive 
committee. The report of the auditing 
committee was approved and the com- 
mittee discharged. The president de- 
clared the meeting open for the election 
of officers, and on motion the old officers 
were re-elected. They are as follows: 
President, William M. Hayes; secretary 
and treasurer, Thomas Lack; librarian, 
A. M. Holding; executive committee, A. 
P. Reid, John J. Pinkerton and J. Frank 
EK, Hause. 

The Lancaster Bar Association held its 
annual meeting recently in court room 
No. 2, with a large attendance of mem- 
bers. The meeting was called to order 
by President J. B. Kaufman. The min- 
utes of the last meeting were read by 
Secretary D. McMullen, after which the 
report of Treasurer E. P. Brinton was 
read. It showed that the receipts during 
the year were $799.83, expenditures $787.74, 
leaving a balance in the treasury: of 
$17.09. The report was referred to the 
finance committee, which reported it as 
correct. A motion was carried that the 
books in the law library be recatalogued 
and relabeled. A motion by Mr. Hensel 
that the work be under the supervision 
of the finance and law library commit- 
tees and be concluded by Sept. 1, was 
passed. The old officers were re-elected 
as follows: President, J. B. Kaufman; 
vice-president, William R. Wilson; secre- 
tarq, D. McMullen; treasurer, Edward P. 
Brinton; librarian, H. C. Gompering. The 
following committees were appointed: Fi- 
nance, W. U. Hensel, John A. Coyle and 
W. D. Weaver; library, W. T. Brown, 
William F. Beyer, William N. Appel, J. W, 
Denlinger and B. C. Atlee; purchasing, 
A. F. Hostetter, H. M. North and D. Mc- 
Mullon, 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


The South Dakota Bar Association held 
its second annual session at Mitchell on 
Dec, 29. The executive committee re- 
ported twenty applications for member- 
ship. An executive council was appointed 
embracing the president and secretary 
and one member from each circuit. Offi- 
cers elected were: President, Edwin Van 
Cise, Deadwood; vice-presidents, C. H. 
Dillon of Yankton, Thomas Sterling of 
Redfield; secretary, J. H. Voorhees, Sioux 
Falls; treasurer, Ivan W.Goodner, Pierre. 
The afternoon was spent in listening fo 
the address of President Crawford and 
the report of Bartlett Tripp as a delegate 
to the American Bar Association. In the 
evening Edwin Van Cise, of Deadwood, 
delivered the principal address. At 10.30 
o’clock a banquet was tendered visiting 
members by the local bar, which took 
place at the Mitchell, A. E. Hitchcock 
acting as toastmaster. The following 
toasts were responded to: “The Bencn 
and Bar,” Judge Dick Haney; “Law as 
Reflecting Public Opinion,” Thomas Ster- 
ling; “The Lawyer in Politics,” John M. 
Pease; “The Technical Lawyer,” Coe I. 
Crawford; “Is the Lawyer a Necessary 
Evil?” Edwin Van Cise; “The Temple of 
Justice; May the Political Dictator Never 
Rule Within Its Portals,”’ Bartlett Tripp. 





TEXAS. 


The adjourned meeting of the Dallas 
Bar Association to receive the report of 
the committee appointed at a former one 
to prepare suitable resolutions on the life 
and character of E. O. Harrell met on 
the morning of Jan. 6 in the Forty- 
fourth Judicial District Court room. In 
the absence of President Gano, Col. J. 
P. C. Whitehead, acting secretary, called 
the meeting to order and M. L. Robert- 
son, Esq., was elected to preside. 

The committee then submitted the fol- 
lowing, which was unanimously adopted: 
“To Hon. W. B. Gano, President local 

Bar Association: 


“We, your committee, appointed to 
draft resolutions on the death of E. O. 
Harrell, beg leave to report the follow- 
ing resolutions and recommend their 
adoption. “HARRY L. SEAY, 

“R. H. CAPERS, ° 
“GEORGE A. CARDEN.” 


“Resolved, 1. That in the death of E. 
©. Harrell, the bar of this city has lost 
an able and honorable member and the 
community at large a useful and upright 
citizen. 

“2. That we deeply sympathize with his 
bereaved family in the loss of a generous 
and devoted husband and father. 


“3. That a copy of these resolutions be 
spread upon the minutes of the Bar As- 
sociation, that a copy presented to 
each of the following courts, the Court 
of Civil Appeals, the Fourteenth and 
Forty-fourth Judicial District Courts, the 
Criminal District Court and the County 
Court, and that the chair appoint from 
the members of the association one mem- 
ber to present these resolutions to each 
of said courts with the request that they 
be spread on their minutes and made a 
part of their records; that a copy be fur- 
nished to the press of the city with the 
request that they publish the same, and 
one to the family of the deceased.” 


The chair appointed the following to 
present the resolutions to the different 
courts as follows: To the Court of Civil 
Appeals. Dudley G. Wooten; to the Four- 
teenth District Court, A. E. Furmin; to 
the Forty-fourth District Court, John P. 
Cc. Whitehead; to the Criminal District 
Court, Harry L. Seay. 

A meeting of the general attorneys of 
nearly all the Texas railroads was heli 
at Austin on Jan. 4 for the purpose of 
considering what line of action shall be 
taken by the roads at the special session 
of the Legislature which was called on 
Jan. 23 to revise the tax laws of the 
State. Under the provisions of the pro- 
posed tax bill the railroads are to be 
taxed 1 per cent. of their gross freight 
and passenger earnings, as well as to pay 
heavy franchises and property taxes. 
The passenger earnings of the Texes 
roads for the year 1899 exceeded $45,000,- 
000, and should the proposed tax law be- 
come effective they would have to pay an 
increase of not less than $450,000 into the 
State Treasury each year. The roads 
represented at the meeting were the 
Southern Pacific, the International & 
Great Northern, the Texas & Pacific, the 
St. Louis Southwestern, the Fort Worth 
& Denver City, the San Antonio & Ar- 
kansas Pass, the Kansas City, Beaumont 
& Gulf, the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Texas, the Missouri, Kansas & Texas, the 
Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe and the Hous- 
ton & Texas Central. The meeting was 
held behind closed doors, and beyond the 
fact that the general attorneys unani- 
mously agreed to oppose the proposed 
tax legislation, no details of the proceed- 
ings are obtainable. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


The fourteenth annual meeting of the 
West Virginia Bar Association was held 
at Martinsburg on January 4 and 5 in 
the United States Court House. Presi- 
dent Wesley Mollahan, of Charleston. 

In the absence of the regule - 
secretary and treasurer of the associa - 
tion, O. A. Campbell, of Morgantown. 
was appointed temporary secretary, an? 
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M. C. Werrick, of Hiitiaiatiane tem- 
porary treasurer. President Mollahan’s 
address was interesting. He referred 
principally to the profession. He also 
spoke of the good that had been accom- 
plished by the association in having a 
law regulating admission to the bar, and 
said that steps should be taken to further 
weed out lawyers who resort to improper 
and dishonest methods to accomplish 
their ends. He commented on the 
change of time allowed in argument be- 
fore the Court of Appeals. The time has 
been shortened, and he did not approve 
of the change. Another matter was the 
hasty manner in which injunctions are 
granted and receivers appointed by some 
judges of the Circuit courts. John W. 
Davis, of Clarksburg, read a paper on 
“The Causes of Crude Legislation,” and 
one by Forrest W. Brown, of Charles 
Town, on “The Judiciary and Its Com- 
pensation.” 


On January 5 the annual address was 
delivered by Armistead C. Gordon, of 
Staunton, Va. His topic was “The Citi- 
zen and the Republic.” He was followed 
by State Senator Richard E. Fast, with 
@ paper on “Some Elements in the Evo- 
lution of Government.” The other pa- 
pers were by St. George Tucker Brooke, 
of the W. Va. University Law School, on 
“Some Absurdities in Our Law of Di- 
vorce;” by C. D. Merrick, of Parkers- 
burg, on “The West Virginia Judge;” by 
L. J. Williams, of Lewisburg, on “Cove- 
nants and Warranties as Used in Deeds 
of Conveyance;” by James C. Frazier, of 
Morgantown, on “The Foreign Policy of 
Fire Insurance.” Officers were elected 
for the ensuing year as follows: 

L. J. Williams, Lewisburg, president; 
John W. Davis, Clarksburg, secretary; 
W. N. Miller, Parkersburg, treasurer. A. 
J. Clarke, Wheeling; Angus W. McDon- 
ald, Charleston; George E. Price, 
Charleston; C. D. Merrick, Parkersburg, 
vice-presidents from the First, Second, 
Third and Fourth Congressional Dis- 
tricts, respectively. George E. Price 
and U. S. G. Pitzer were chosen delegates 
to the American Bar Association meet- 
ing. 


COMMITTEE ON “JOHN 
DAY.” 


The following are the committees on 
“John Marshall Day,” appointed by the 
various Bar Associations: 


Committee of American Bar Associa- 
tion, William Wirt Howe, New Orleans, 
chairman; Alabama, Thomas N. McClel- 
lan, Montgomery; Arizona, E. E. Ellin- 
wood, Flagstaff; Arkansas, M. M. Cohn, 
Little Rock; California, D. L. Withing- 
ton, San Diego; Colorado, Hugh Butler, 
Denver; Connecticut, Simeon E. Baldwin, 
New Haven; Delaware, Anthony Hig- 
gins, Wilmington; District of Columbia, 
Henry E. Davis, Washington; Florida, R. 
W. Williams, Tallahassee; Georgia, Bur- 
ton Smith, Atlanta; Idaho, William W. 
Woods, Wallace; Illinois, Adolph Moses, 
Chicago; Indiana, Willlam M. Ketcham, 
Indianapolis; Indian Territory, J. W. Mc- 
Loud, South McAlester; Iowa, A. J. Me- 
Crary, Keokuk; Kansas, John D. Milli- 
ken, McPherson; Kentucky, William 
Lindsay, Frankfort; Louisiana, W. W. 
Howe, New Orleans; Maine, C. F. Libby, 
Portland: Maryland, John 8S. Wirt, Elk- 
ton; Massachusetts, M,. F. Dickinson, Jr., 
Boston; Michigan, W. L. January, De- 
troit; Minnesota, Hiram F. Stevens, St. 
Paul; Mississippi, R. H. Thompson, Jack- 
son; Missouri, S. P. Spencer, St. Louis; 
Montana, J. U. Sanders, Helena; Ne- 
braska, Carroll S. Montgomery, Omaha; 
Nevada (no member in association); New 
Hampshire, Joseph W. Fellows, Man- 
chester; New Jersey, R. W. Parker, New- 
ark; New Mexico, Henry L. Warren, Al- 
buquerque; New York, John S. Wise, 
New York; North Carolina, John lL. 
Bridgers, Tarboro; North Dakota, J. H. 
Bosard, Grand Forks; Ohio, H. C, Ran- 
ney, Cleveland; Oklahoma, Henry E. Asp, 
Guthrie; Oregon, Charles H. Carey, Port- 
land; Pennsylvania, S. P. Wolverton, 
Sunbury; Rhode Island, Amasa M. Eaton, 
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Providence; South Carolina, George 
Lamb Buist, Charleston; South Dakota, 
Bartlett Tripp, Yankton; Tennessee, Ed- 
ward Baxter, Nashville; Texas, F. C. 
Dillard, Sherman; Utah, Richard B. 
Shepard, Salt Lake; Virginia, Jackson 
Guy, Richmond; Vermont, Elihu B. Taft, 
Burlington; Washington, C, H. Hanford, 
Seattle; West Virginia, W. W. Van Win- 
kle, Parkersburg; Wisconsin, R. M. Bash- 
ford, Madison; Wyoming, Nellis E. Cor. 
thell, Laramie. 

Committee, Illinois State Bar Associa- 
tion.—For Chicago, Azel F. Hatch, E. B. 
Sherman, William S. Forrest, Axel Chy. 
traus, James B. Bradwell, John McNulta, 
George W. Miller, E. A. Otis, W. J. Cal- 
houn, Jacob Newman, Merritt Starr, 
Thomas Taylor, Jr. For the State, Lester 
H. Strawn, Ottawa; Lewis B. Parsons, 
Flora; George A. Lawrence, Galesburg; 
W. A. Northcott, Greenville; George A. 
Sanders, Springfield; Charles Dunham, 
Geneseo; Samuel L. Dwight, Centralia; 
William M. Provine, Taylorville; E. B. 
Hamilton, Quincy; C. W. Raymond, Wat- 
seka. Committee, Chicago Bar Associa- 
tion.—Adolph Moses, chairman; Thomas 
A. Moran, John H. Hamline, Judge Jesse 
Holdom, Robert Mather, Charles H. Ald- 
rich, Horace K. Tenney. 

The John Marshall Committee of the 
Commercial Law League of America con- 
sists of the following gentlemen: Chair- 
man, Albert N. Eastman, Chicago; E. M. 
Baillett, Omaha, Neb.; J. S. Leisenrig, 
Altoona, Pa.; George S. Hull, Buffalo, N. 
Y.; George Clapperton, Grand Rapids, 
_ and L. M. Merchant, Binghamton, 
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THE BAR AT LARGE. 


PERSONAL AND PARTNERSHIP NOTES 





NEW ENGLAND STATES, 


CONNECTICUT. 


Danbury.—The following lawyers of 
Danbury have been admitted to practice 


in the United States courts: Henry A. 
Purdy, Howard W. Taylor, Granville 
Whittlsey. 


Hartford.—Col. Francis Parsons of 
Hartford, assistant quartermaster gen- 
eral, has donated to the Supreme Court 
a portrait of Chief Justice Thomas S. 
Williams, his great-greatuncle, who was 
a member of the Supreme bench for 
eighteen years, and was chief justice for 
thirteen years of that period. The gift 
has been accepted by the Supreme Court 
and the portrait will be hung on the 
wall back of the bench near the west side 
of the Supreme Court chamber. 


New Haven.—The well known firm of 
Lynch & Doroff has been dissolved, Mr, 
B. E. Lynch entering into partnership 
with E. 8. Thomas. 


MAINE. 


Bangor.—William B. Peirce has moved 
into his new offices in the Bass Building 
from his former quarters in Central 
street. Hugo Clark also has offices in the 
Bass Building adjoining those of Mr. 
Peirce, on the floor above the Pearl & 
Dennett offices. 


Biddeford.—Harry Ayer and J. Percy 
Deering have formed a partnership and 
will occupy offices in the Savings Bank 
Building, where Henry G. Hutchinson 
was formerly located. 


Houlton.—Since the elevation of Hon. 
F. A. Powers to the Supreme bench the 
firm of Powers & Powers has been dis- 
solved. The business in the future will 
be conducted by the Hon. Don A. H. 
Powers. Mr. Powers has secured the ser- 
vices of Mr. Hackett of Pittsfield. 


Houlton.—George A, Gorham, who has 
been associated with Vinal B. Wilson for 
the past few years, has opened an office 
for himself. Mr. Gorham’s health com- 
pels him to make this change. His of- 
fices are in the rooms in Merritt’s brick 
block formerly occupied by Walter Cary. 
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Rockland.—S. Thayer Kimball has vial 
admitted to practice in the United States 
Court. 

Waterville.—Waterville has a new law 
firm. Percey A. Smith, formerly of Exe. 
ter, who was admitted to the bar of Ken- 
nebec County a short time ago, and who 
has been in the office of Hon. Warren C. 
Philbrook for the past two years, has 
entered into partnership with Mr. Phil- 
brook, and the firm will be styled Phil- 
brook & Smith, and they will occupy the 
same suite of rooms that has for so many 
years been occupied by Mr. Philbrook. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

Boston.—A new  copartnership has 
been formed to succeed the old firm of 
Morse & Lane, 28 State street, Boston 
The members are George W. Morse of 
Newtonville, Hon. George L. Mayberry, 
Mayor of Waltham, Thomas J. Kenny of 
South Boston and John T. Hughes of 
Brighton, under the name of Morse, 
Mayberry & Kenny. The old firm of 
Morse & Lane, which comprised all the 
above members save Mr. Mayberry, was 
dissolved by the death of Mr. John C. 
Lane. This firm has done a large mer- 
cantile and corporation business and has 
been counsel in some of the largest com- 
mercial failures, as well as in important 
railroad matters, particularly electrical, 
in the last fifteen years. 


Greenfield.—The firm of Martin & Edny 
has been dissolved. 

Mansfield.—J. B. Tracy has opened an 
office in Halliday’s Building. 

Lenox.—Thomas Post has a law part- 
ner—George A. Mole of Adams, a gradu- 
ate of the Boston Law School and a mef!- 
ber of the Berkshire bar for the past two 


years, 

VERMONT., 
Burlington.—The followin notice is 
from the Burlington ‘Free Press’: The 


partnership hitherto existing between C. 
W. Wilson and A. D. Kidder of Burling- 
ton, Vt., doing business in this city um 
der the name of the Mercantile Law Co. 
is this day dissolved. C. W. Wilson will 
continue the business under the same 
name and will assume all liabilities of 














THE AMERICAN 


LAWYEK. 





717 














the Mercantile Law Co. All accounts out- 
standing belong to C. W. Wilson, who 
alone is authorized to receipt for same. 
Windsor.—The firm of Enright & 
Blanchard has been dissolved. 
















MIDDLE ATLANTIC STATES. 
NEW YORK. 

Albany.—Gov. Roosevelt has named 
the following Justices of the Supreme 
Court for places on the Court of Appeals 
pench: Justice Hiscock, Syracuse; Jus- 
tice Merwin, Utica; Justice Cullen, 
Brooklyn; Justice Landon, Schenectady; 
Justice Werner, Rochester. 

Albany.—Neile F. Towner has become 
a member of the firm composed of Rob- 
ert G. Scherer and J. Murray Downs. 

Buffalo.—Wesley C. Dudley and Mil- 
ford W. Childs, formerly the firm of 
Dudley & Childs, have announced disso- 
jution of their partnership. Mr. Dudley, 
who is assistant United States Attorney, 
will continue the practice of law at 576 
Ellicott Squareand Mr. Childs at 574, the 
same building. 

Buffalo.—The copartnership heretofore 
existing in the practice of law between 
William F. Mackey and Urban C. Bell, 
under the firm name of Mackey & Bell, 
has been dissolved. 

Buffalo.—The partnership of Parker, 
Hotchkiss, Miller & Templeton has been 
dissolved by mutual consent. Messrs. 
Parker and Miller will continue the prac- 
tice of the law at 438-442 Prudential 
Building. Messrs. Hotchkiss and Tem- 
pleton will have their offices, at 319 Main 
street. 

Buffalo.—Former Municipal Court 
Judge Charles W. Hinson has resumed 
practice and his offices may be found at 
No. 13 West Eagle street. 

Chatham.—Hon, Aaron B. Gardenier 
and Sanford W. Smith have formed a 
copartnership, with offices on Main street 


















































































been in the suite now occupied by Mr. Garde- 
ates nier, 
Fair Haven.—Henry F. Millard has 
law opened an office in Fair Haven. 
“ns Glens Falls.—Charles R, Patterson has 
whe moved his office from the Murray Block, 
nc corner of Glen and Park streets, to the 
has Thomson & Bullard Block, Warren 
hil. street. 
Phil- Glens Falls.—Frank M. Starbuck, who 
> the is a graduate of Cornell Law School, has 
any been admitted as a partner to the law 
ok. firm of Jenkins & McArthur. The new 
firm will be known as Jenkins, McArthur 
& Starbuck. 
has Kingston.—Milton O. Auchmoody has 
n of removed his offices from the Preston 
ston. Building to the Bruyn Building. 
- of Kingston.—The Rev. Chandler A. Oaes, 
al who was recently admitted to the bar, 
y et has opened law offices in the Bruyn 
aul Building, .on Wall street. 
n Of Le Roy.—Foster & Wetherbee have dis- 
the solved partnership. Mr. Foster will keep 
was the Le Roy office and Mr. Wetherbee con- 
nC templates going to Cuba, N. Y. 
mer- Lockport.—Wallace Dempsey and Fred- 
has erick P. James, of this city, have formed 
>om- &@ partnership. For the present they will 
‘tant occupy the offices where Mr. Dempsey Is 
‘ical, at present located over the National Ex- 
change Bank. Mr. Dempsey is the newly 
Ddny appointed Assistant Federal District At- 
torney for this district. 
i an Morrisville—The firm of Smith & 
Tompkins, at Morrisville, has been dis- 
part- solved by mutual consent, -Mr. Tomp- 
adu- kins will continue the business at the 
1em- Office so long occupied by Judge Smith. 
two Mount Vernon.—Mans & McKennell 
= opened offices in the Lucas Build- 
a Potsdam.—George W. Fuller and Frank 
ne L. Cubley have formed @ partnership. 





Rochester.—It has been announ in 
Rochester that Porter M. French will be 









— Corporation Counsel at that 








PENNSYLVANIA. 


Chester.—On motion of Burgess Ed- 
ward A. Price, of Media, Edmund Jones, 
of Chester, has been admitted to practice 
in the United States District Court. 

Lehigton.—George Gray has opened an 
office in Gabel’s Block. 

Norristown. — Hallman & Place have 
dissolved partnership. Mr. Place has re- 
moved his office to East Airy street op- 
posite the Court House. 

Norristown.—Gilbert Rodman Fox aad 
Larzelere & Gibson have associated 
themselves as one firm, under the name 
of Larzelere, Gibson & Fox. They will 
practice law at the present rooms of Lar- 
zelere & Gibson, No. 320 De Kalb street. 

Wellsboro.—Gov. Stone has appointe1 
David M. Cameron, of Wellsboro, Presid- 
ing Judge of Tioga County, to succeed 
Judge John I. Mitchell, who goes on the 
Superior Court bench. Judge Cameron's 
commission runs until] the first Monday 
of next January. 


York.—Owing to the dissolution of the 
firm of Klinedinst & Small, David P. 
Klinedinst has rented room No. 21 on the 
third floor of the Security Titla & Trust 
Company’s building and will continue the 
practice of law. 


SOUTHERN STATES. 
ALABAMA. 
Birmingham.—Hon. Thos. Cobb and 
Francis M. Lowe have formed a partner- 
ship and will practice under the firm 
name of Cobb & Lowe. 


GEORGIA. 

Crawfordville.—Hon. Horace M. Hol- 
den, of this place, has been admitted to 
practice in the United States District 
Court. 

Savannah.—The following notice has 
appeared in the Savannah Press: The 
firm of Erwin, Du Bignon, Chisholm & 
Clay expired by limitation on this date 
and is dissolved. The undersigned have 
this day entered into a copartnership for 
the practice of law under the firm name 
of Chisholm & Clay. W. 8S. Chisholm, 
W. L. Clay. 

KENTUCKY. 

Lancaster.—After gerving his term of 
four vears as Governor, Hon. W. Ov. 
Bradley has returned to this place, his 
home. It is said he will resume the prac- 
tice of law. He left a very handsome 
paying practice when elected Governor. 

Louisville—Pryor & Sapisky is the 
name of a new firm composed of Judge 
William 8S. Pryor, Joseph Pryor and 8. 
M. Sapinsky. Their offices are in rooms 
516-518 Equitable Building, corner Fourth 
and Jefferson streets. 

Owingsville.—N. R. Patterson and G. 
Cc. Ewing have formed a copartnership. 

Paris—E. M. Dickson and John S&S. 
Smith have leased the suite of offices on 
the second floor of the Broadway corner 
of the new Agricultural Bank Building. 


MARYLAND. 


Baltimore.—Albert C. Ritchie has be- 
come a member of the firm of Steele, 
Semmes, Carey & Bond. 

Baltimore.—Edwin J. Farber and David 
Stewart have formed a partnership un- 
der the name of Stewart & Farber. 

Baltimore.—R. R. Boarman and James 
J. Lindsay have formed a copartnership 
under the firm name of Boarman & Lind- 
say. They have opened offices at rooms 
20 and 21 Vansant Building, Bast Lexing- 
ton street, opposite the Postoffice, Balti- 
more, and Smedley Row, opposite the 
Court House, Townson. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Durham.—Col. John W. Hinsdale and 
Arthur Cobb have formed a copartner- 
ship. Their offices are in the Wright 
Block. 

Raleigti—The dissolution of Shepherd 
& Busbee makes two firms out of one. 
Judge Shepherd will hereafter associate 
his son, Mr. Brown Shepherd, with him 


in the practice, and Mr. Busbee will as- 
sociate his son, Mr. Perrin Busbee, in 
practice. The Busbees will continue to 
occupy their present office in the John- 
ston drugstore building. The Shepherds 
= have an office in the Tucker Build- 
ng. 

Raleigh.—Walter L. Watson and Bart 
M. Gatling have formed a copartnership 
under the style of Watson & Gatling. 
Their office is located in the Mahler 


Building. 
TENNESSEE. 


Clarksville.—Boyd Johnson has _ re- 
sumed the practicé of law, which had 
been interrupted for nearly two years by 
reason of his connection with the First 
Tennessee Regiment, just back from the 
Philippines. Mr. Johnson will occupy the 
same office that he formerly did in the 
Chancery Block, at the head of Straw- 
berry street. 


Nashville.—The long established firm of 
Holman & Carter was dissolved by con- 
sent the first of the year, Judge Carter 
and W. B. Lamb forming a partnership, 
and Col. J. H. Holman retiring from 
active practice. The old office of Holman 
& Carter will be occupied by a new firm, 
consisting of Burke Helman and James. 
Holman. The former is a young member 
of the bar, and the latter is in the law 
department of the Vanderbilt. The mem- 
bers of this young firm are nephews of 
Col. Holman, and the Colonel will be the 
advisory member of the firm. 

Nashville.—A. W. Akers, formerly Sec- 
retary to Judge H. H. Lurton, has suc- 
ceeded Mayor Head in the firm of Cham- 
pion, Head & Brown. The new firm will 
be Champion, Brown & Akers. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 
Charleston.—William Burdette Math- 
ews has been appointed Assistant At- 
torney General by Attorney General 
Rucker, in place of Edward F. Keatley, 
resigned. 





CENTRAL STATES. 
ILLINOIS. 


Bloomington.—The appointment of 
Hon. Joseph W. Fifer to a place on the 
Interstate Commerce Commission has 
necessitated his retirement from the 
practice of the law. The firm of Fifer & 
Barry had become one of the best known 
in central Illinois. The dissolution of the 
old firm necessitates the forming of a 
new one to take its place, and Mr. Barry. 
has chosen as his associate Mr. John J. 
Morrissey, and the style of the new firm 
Barry & Morrissey. As soon as Mr. Her- 
man Fifer completes his law studies and 
is admitted to practice, he will also be- 
come a member of the firm. The rooms 
now occupied by the Equitable Invest- 
ment Association, over the State Na- 
somnt Bank, will be the offices of the new 

rm. 

Chicago.—The firm of Stern & Louer, 
for several years past having offices at 
79 Dearborn street, have dissolved part- 
nership, Albert S. Louer, the junior mem- 
ber of the firm, withdrawing to enter 
into partnership with Ringer & Wilhartz, 
in the Fort Dearborn Building. The 
name of the latter firm has been changed 
to Ringer, Wilhartz & Louer. 


Chicago.—John R. Newcomer, member 
of the Legislature from the Second Dis- 
trict, has succeeded Haynie R. Pearson 
as assistant State’s attorney. Mr. New- 
comer ts of the firm of Newcomer & 
Dellenback. 


Chicago.—Important changes have tak- 
en place in the largest firms of corpora- 
tion lawyers in Chicago, that of Moran, 
Kraus & Mayer. Adolf Kraus has with- 
drawn and formed a partnership with 
Charles R. Holden, who was formerly an 
associate of that firm. Thomas A. 
Moran, IJr., eldest son of the senior mem- 
ber of the old firm, has been admitted te 
membership, and Abraham Meyer, broth- 
er of Carl Meyer, who has long been a 
silent partner, has also joined the firm, 
which will continue in business under the. 





name of Moran, Mayer & Meyer. 
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Deshler.—Hon, A. F. Thompson of Hol- 
gate has formed a partnership with L. 
k. Long of this place. 


INDIANA. 

Jasper.—W. E. Cox of this place and 
Will D. Crow of Petersburg have formed 
a partnership. 

New Albany.—John W. Gaither has 
been admitted to practice in the United 
States Court. 

IOWA, 

Des Moines.—It is announced that the 
law firm of Kinne, Hume & Bradshaw 
has been dissolved. Since the organiza- 
tion of the State board of control Judge 
Kinne has been a member of the board. 
The labor devolving upon him in this 
public office has become so great that his 
time is fully occupied, much of it out of 
the city, visiting the various State insti- 
tutions. Hence his temporary retirement 
from active practice. Mr. Hume and Mr. 
Bradshaw will each continue in the prac- 
tice of his profession, both occupying 
the offices formerly occupied by the firm. 


MICHIGAN. 

Bay City.—Judge Maxwell remains in 
Bay City after his retirement from the 
bench. He has rented an office on the 
second floor of the Shearer office build- 
ing. 

Charlotte—A partnership has been 
formed between ex-Consul F. A. Dean 
of Lansing and Prosecuting Attorney Le 
Roy Jones of this city, under the firm 
name of Dean & Jones with offices in the 
Potter Block. Mr. Dean will retain his 
office in Lansing. 

Durand. The firm of Hicks & Camp- 
bell has dissolved, Arthur Campbell re- 
tiring. Mr. Hicks will retain the old of- 
fices. 

Grand Rapids—The law firm of Tag- 
gart, Knappen & Denison has been dis- 
solved, Mr. Kappen retiring. and is 
succeeded by the firm of Taggart & Deni- 
son, composed of Edward Taggart and 
Arthur C. Denison. 

Hancock.—J. McLennan has moved his 
office to the second floor of the Scott 
Block over the drug store. 

Ironwood.—Judge Norman W. Haire of 
this city, has become a member of the 
well known law firm of Gray & Rice of 
Houghton. The new partnership will not 
interfere with the Judge’s duties in the 
Thirty-second Judicial Circuit, nor neces- 
sitate his removal from Ironwood. The 
firm name is Gray, Haire & Rice. 

Kalamazoo.—Boudeman & Adams, law 
partners at Kalamazoo for the past ten 
years, have dissolved partnership. 

Lansing.—Jerrie L. Finch succeeds to 
the collection business of Cahill & Wood. 

Menominee.—Two of Menominee’s 
prominent barristers, L. D. Eastman and 
J. L. McClear, have formed a co-part- 
nership under the firm name of Eastman 
& McClear, with offices in rooms 14, 15 
and 16 in the Phillips Block. 

Montrose.—E. G. Hackney has opened 
an office in the Bank parlors. 

Port Huron.—John M. Gleason of this 
city has been admitted to practice in 
the United States courts. 


MINNESOTA. 

Duluth.—Judge S. H. Moer, who retired 
from the District bench on Jan. 1, has 
resumed the practice of law, with offices 
next to his old partners, Messrs. Harris 
and Towne. - 

Fergus Falls.—Hon. E. E. Corliss has 
leased the law offices formerly occupied 
by Judge Williams and has removed his 
office from the Corliss Block. 

Fergus Falls—The firm of Mason & 
Hilton has been dissolved. 

Gracevile—Lewis C. Spooner and 
Charles L. Shelley have formed a part- 


nership. 
MISSOURI. 


Bloomfield.—_Ralph Wammack and ex- 
Congressman N. A. Mozley have formed 
a partnership and will practice law in 








this city in the future, with offices up- 
stairs in the new bank building. 


Kansas City.—Edmund G. Vaughan 
has retired from the firm of Scarritt, 
Vaughan, Griffith & Jones, and removed 
to New York. The firm will not be other- 
wise changed, but will, as heretofore, 
consist of Judge EB. L. Scarritt, W. C. 
Scarritt, J. K. Griffith and E. H. Jones, 
under the firm name of Scarritt, Griffith 
& Jones. 

Kansas City.—The firm of Teasdale, 
Ingraham & Cowherd dissolved Jan. 1. 
Mr. Teasdale will remain in the old of- 
fice, Mr. Ingraham will open an office 
elsewhere and Congressman Cowherd 
will do without an office until the session 
of Congress ends. 


OHIO. 


Cincinnati.—Louis B. Sawyer has with- 
drawn from the firm of Littleford, Mor- 
ris, Ballard & Sawyer and has estab- 
lished an office of his own at 607 Johns- 
ton Building. 

Columbus.—D. B. Sharp, first assistant 
prosecuting officer, has relinquished his 
office and will retire into private life. He 
will resume practice in his office in the 
Spahr Building with Hon. H. M. Daugh- 
erty. 

Findlay.—W. W. Chapman has moved 
his law office from the room he has long 
occupied over the Farmers’ National 
Bank to the room in the Karst Block re- 
cently vacated by Attorney W. L. David. 

Lorain.—Samuel L. Seeman has just 
moved here from Bellaire, O., and opened 
an office over the Penfield Avenue Bank. 

Pomeroy.—Pomeroy has a new law 
firm. Attorney M. S. Webster and Pros- 
ecutor Hecox have joined forces and 
opened a new office in the basement of 
the Court House in one of the rooms for- 
merly occupied by U. S. Grant as an in- 
surance office. 

Tiffin.—Judges J. F. Bunn and J. C. 
Royer have formed a partnership, with 
offices at 11% Court street. Both are well 
known attorneys of northwestern Ohio, 
Judge Royer being State Senator-elect 
from this district. 


Youngstown.—The firm of Jackson, 
Williams & Gilgen has rented the rooms 
at the corner of Market and Boardman 
streets in the rear of ‘Squire Smith’s 
court. 


WISCONSIN. 


Ashland.—On Jan. 1 the firm of San- 
born, Gleason & Sleight, composed of A. 
W. Sanborn, E. . Gleason and R. 
Sleight, succeeded to the business of the 
former firms of Cate. Sanborn, Lam- 
oreux & Park and Gleason & Sleight at 
Ashland. The new law firm has no con- 
nection with the Stevens Point firm of 
Cate, Lamoreux & Park. 


Fond du Lac.—Estal G. Bielby of Sun- 
man, Ind., and E. P. Worthing of this 
place have formed a copartnership un- 
der the name of Worthing & Bielby, with 
offices at 556 Main street. 


Madison.—Mr. Briggs, of the firm of 
Tenney, Briggs & Morgan, has been 
obliged to move to Phoenix, Ariz., on ac- 
count of his health, and the firm name 
has been changed to Tenney, Morgan & 
Tenney. 

Milwaukee.—George A. Burton, for the 
past six years with the well known law 
firm of Rietbrock & Halsey, has entered 
into general practice, with offices at 13 


and 14 Marshall Block, 107 Wisconsin 
street. 


Oconto.—Mayor Classon and Alex. Bra- 
zeau have formed a copartnership. 


Racine.—John R. Richards, who for the 
past two years has practiced law in this 
city, will leave on Feb. 1 for Madison, 
Wis., where he will associate himself 
with Robert M. LaFollette. 


Rio.—E. E. Brossard of Columbus and 
William Gray of Rio have opened an of- 
fice in the Robertson Building over Tay- 
lor’s jewelry store. 








Superior.—Reed & Reed have trang. 
ferred their offices from the Wisco 
Block to the rooms formerly occupied 
Ross, Dwyer & Hanitch, on the top 

of the First National Bank Building. 


Superior.—A. L. Sanborn and C, x 
Luse of the firm of Sanborn & Luse, 
‘Madison, have joined forces with Attop. 
ney Lyman T. Powell. The firm wi 
have its offices in Superior and in Madi. 
son. Mr. Sanborn will reside in the |at. 
ter place, while Mr. Luse will open ap 
office with Mr. Powell. 


WESTERN STATES. 
CALIFORNIA, 


Los Angeles.—J. C. Brown and C. W. 
Pendleton of this place have been aj. 
mitted to practice in the United State 
District Court. 


San Francisco.—James L. Hopkins hay 
recently formed a partnership with J. J 
Scrivner. 

KANSAS. 


Bartlesville.—Charlton & Dana hay 
opened an office at Bartlesville. Leo Me. 
Brian of Sedan will be in charge. 

Girard.—The well known firm of Welk 
& Woolley has dissolved partnership, 
Thomas W. Wells remains in the offic 
over the First National Bank, while D, 
H. Woolley is located in the Press Build. 
ing, over the postoffice, in one of th 
same rooms he occupied when the firm 
moved into the bank building. 

Kingwood.—Claude W. Maxwell 
cpened an office here. 

Kansas City.—Gov. Stanley has ap. 
pointed John T. Sims to be Judge of the 
City Court of Kansas City, to fill the va- 
cancy caused by the election of E. L 
Fischer as Judge of the District Court o’ 
Wyandotte County, 


NEBRASKA. 

Nebraska City.—W. H. Pitzer, of 
Plattsmouth, has opened offices here ip 
the Petring & Schuster Building. 

Omaha.—On the retirement of Judge 
Charles A. Munn from the firm of Mun 
& Hall, Mr. Victor O. Johnson, of Lin- 
coln, will become the partner of Mr. Hall, 
and the firm will be known as Hall é 


Johnson. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 


Fargo.—The firm of Miller, Ryan & Mil- 
ler has been dissolved. Martin Ryan 
withdraws and will continue the 
of law on his own account. Miller é 
Miller will be the style of the other firm 


Wahpeton.—A new law firm under the 
name of McCumber, Bogart & Forbes 
has been formed at Wahpeton, consist- 
ing of Hon. P. J. McCumber, B. L. Bo 
gart and Jos. G. Forbes. This partner- 
ship succeeds to the business of the well 
known firm of McCumber & Bogart, 
which has been in existence for eighteen 
years, and has been recognized as on 
of the strongest legal firms in North Da- 
kota. The election of Mr. McCumber w 
the position of United States Senator 
from his State has made it necessary to 
increase the working force of the office. 
Mr. Forbes was formerly an attorney of 
Lake Benton, Minn., and County Attor- 
ney of Lincoln County, which official po- 
sition he resigned for the purpose of 
forming his new connections. The new 
firm is a strong combination and is cer- 
tain to maintain the high standing of the 
old firm of McCumber & Bogart. 

OKLAHOMA, 

Horace Speed has been appointed 
United States District Attorney for Okla- 
homa to succeed Samuel L. Overstreet. 
recently deceased. He was United States 
Attorney for Oklahoma under President 
Harrison and for the first part of Mr. 
Cleveland’s last term, 

Araphoe.—The firm of Shive & Shive 
has been dissolved. 

Guthrie.—The firm of Strang & Ray 
has been formed. The senior member !s 
Judge Strang, the junior F, L. Ray, late 
of New York, and recently admitted 
the bar of Oklahoma. 


has 
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Perkins.—James C. Noll has opened an 

office here. He comes from Guthrie, 
UTAH. 

Salt Lake City.—A partnership has 
been formed between Attorneys George 
Westervelt and Williard D, Thompson, 
under the firm name of Westervelt & 
‘Thompson, with offices 13, 14 and 15 Atlas 
Block. 

CUBA. 

Frederico Mora, fiscal of the Supreme 
Court and chief of all the fiscals in the 
jsland, made a mistake when he pwb- 
lished his letter calling on the Supreme 
Court to protest against allowing 
Collector of Customs Bliss to govern the 
lower courts in the matter of the trial 
of men accused of defrauding the cus- 
toms. On Jan. 12 he was dismissed from 
office by Governor-General Wood. Senor 
Mora’s unwise and unwarranted letter 
was not the sole reason of his dismissal. 

The result of the prison and courts in- 
vestigation showed Gen. Wood exactly 
how derelict Senor Mora nad been. He 
was the chief prosecuting officer of the 
island, and was responsible, if not for 
clearing, at least for attempting to clear 
the cases pending before the courts. He 
made no attempt to do this. Instead, he 
tried to further vitiate the already rot- 
ten judicial system by making public, 
without previous consultation with Gen. 
Wood, charges against Co., Bliss and 
against the intervening Government. 

Since the customs cases arose, instead 
of endeavoring to facilitate the trials and 
to secure speedy justice, he busied him- 
self with hunting up old statutes for the 
purpose of blocking the prosecution, al- 
though he was officially the chief prose- 
euting officer of the island. Taking ad- 
vantage of what he conceived was an 
opportune time to get a little credit for 
upholding the cilvl as against the mil- 
itary authority, he rushed into print with 
misleading assertions concerning Coi. 
Bliss’ attitude, instead of conferring with 
Gen. Wood. With such a course behind 
him, Gen. Wood made up his mind that 
the best thing to do was to cut his offi- 
cial career short, and sent for him. No 
details of their interview have been made 
public, but before Mora left Gen. Wood 
handed him the following: 

“Frederico Mora, fiscal of the Supreme 
Court, is hereby removed from office for 
the good of the public service. This re- 
moval is the result of an investigation 
into the conditions existing in the admin- 
istration of justice under his supervis- 
ion.” 

Freyre Andrade, a member of the au- 
diencia, is mentioned as Senor Mora’s 
successor. Whoever gets the place will 
have a big job before him. Gen. Wood 
will exercise the greatest care in the 
selection of a new fiscal, as upon him will 
depend largely the carrying out of the 
court reforms that are to be instituted. 
The present corruption in the judicial 
system, civil and criminal, is appalling. 
Partial justice can be done.the victims of 
the criminal bench by pardon, but noth- 
ing can be done to undo the past injus- 
tice of the civil courts. Every energy 


must be devoted to preventing repeti- 
tions. 


THE NEW YORK CITY BAR. 


Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac- 
tleing Within the Limits of 
Greater New York. 

(New York city attorneys are requested to send 

fotices of change of address, ization 


organ and 
dissolution of partnerships, etc., for insertion. 
No charge is made.—Ed.) 





Foley, Wray & Taylor. 

James B. Curtis, a former member of 
the Indianapolis firm of Morris, Newber- 
ger & Curtis, is now associated with 
Foley, Wray & Taylor.: 

: Bookstaver & Norton. 

Henry W. Bookstaver and Algernon 8. 
Norton have formed a co-partnership 
under the above name, with offices at 256 
and 257 Broadway. 








| committees were received. 








Thomas Gilleran—Statistics Commis- 
sioner. 

Mayor Van Wyck, on January 5th, ap- 
pointed Thomas Gilleran, of 120 Central 
Park South, Manhattan, a member of 
the Municipal Statistics Commission. Mr. 
Gilleran is a lawyer, with offices at 51 
Chambers street. He was a member of 
the constitutional convention. He suc- 


ceeds J. G. Kugelman. 


Bar Association Election. 

The Bar Association held its annual 
meeting on the night of January 9th. In 
the absence of the president, Herbert B. 
Turner presided. The following officers 
were elected: 

President, John E. Parsons; vice-presi- 
dents, Cephas Brainerd, William G. 
Choate, Hamilton Odell, Herbert B. Tur- 
ner and James M. Varnum; recording 
secretary, Silas B. Brownell; correspond- 
ing secretary, B. Aymar Sands; treasur- 
er, S. Sidney Smith; Executive Commit- 
tee (to fill vacancy in class of 1900), 
George L. Rives; Executive Committee 
(class of 1902), Michael H. Cordozo, John 
H. Cole, John W. Simpson, David Will- 
cox, Aaron Pennington Whitehead; Com- 
mittee on Admissions (class of 
Henry M. Alexander, Charles K. Beek- 
man, Alfred S. Brown, Frederick H. 
Comstock, Francis C. Huntington, Noah 
C. Rogers, Edward B. Whitney. 

The reports of the several officers and 
The treasur- 
er reported the receipts for the year $77,- 
743, and expenses $72,275. The member- 
ship is 164. There had been 115 appli- 
cations for membership, of which five 
had been left over from the preceding 
year, 104 were received into the associa- 
tion, four were transferred to this year, 
and seven were tabled. 

The Committee on Grievances reported 
having investigated complaints against 
fifty-two lawyers, thirty-eight of which 
were dismissed. 

Dinner of Municipal Court Justices. 


The twenty-three Justices of the Mu- 
nicipal Courts of the Greater New York 
gave a dinner at the Democratic Club on 
January 15. Justice Joseph H. Stiner, 
the president of the Board of Justices, 
presided. It has been the custom to in- 
vite to these dinners the Justices of the 
Appellate Term of the Supreme Court, 
to which appeals from the Municipal 
Courts are taken, and accordingly Jus- 
tices Beekman, Giegerich, Scott, Truax 
and Dugro were present as guests. Be- 
sides these there were present Supreme 
Court Justice O’Gorman and City Mag- 
istrate John B. McKean (both of whom 
formerly sat on the Municipal Court 
bench), John F. Carroll, Corporation 
Counsel Whalen and Thomas F. Smith, 
chief clerk of the City Court. There 
were no set speeches. 

Justice Hirschberg Designated. 

The Governor has designated Justice 
Michael Hirschberg, of Newburg, as an 
Associate Justice on the Appellate Di- 
vision bench for the Second District, to 
succeed Justice Edgar N. Cullen, of 
Brooklyn, designated to sit on the Court 
of Appeals bench. 

Col. Gardiner Folled. 

Magistrate Mayo, on January 8, dis- 
missed the charges against Fulton Mc- 
Mahon and Edward L. Heydecker, of the 
City Club, which were brought at the 
direction of the District Attorney. The 
decision was handed down in the Har- 
lem Court, and was transmitted to the 
chief clerk of the Jefferson Market Court. 
The case has been pending for some con- 
siderable time. 

The charges were “collusion and con- 
spiracy.” Magistrate Mayo said: “No 
evidence having been presented on this 
inquiry that would justify the issuance 
of a warrant against the respondents or 
pe of therh, this application is de- 
n e pas 

Mr. MdMahon and Mr. Heydecker were 
the attorneys for the City Club who were 
most active in the preparation of the 
c against District Attorney Gar- 
diner, which are soon to be tried before 
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a commissioner appointed by Gov. Roose- 
velt. The accusations against the law- 
yers followed soon after the charges 
against the District Attorney were filed, 
and the District Attorney’s office was 
represented in the prosecution of them. 

Capt. Arthur F. Crosby, assistant to 
Deputy Attorney General Coyne in the 
prosecution of the charges against Dis- 
trict Attorney Gardiner, said concern- 
ing the abortive proceedings against 
Messrs. McMahon and Heydecker, of the 
City Club: 

“This case is an instanceof theextraor- 
dinary zeal shown by the District At- 
torney in allowing his personal feelings 
to control his public actions, and in using 
the great office which he represents for 
his own purposes rather than the fur- 
therance of justice. The facts of the 
case bear out this statement. Only a 
day or two after the charges against 
Col. Gardiner were presented to the Gov- 
ernor, these charges of collusion were 
brought forward against the two lawyers 
of the City Club. From the very begin- 
ning the District Attorney has been rep- 
resented by his best assistants, and even 
after the complainant in the case with- 
drew and said he had made a mistake, 
the Assistant District Attorney insisted 
that he must consult his chief, who final- 
ly evolved a forty-page printed brief, 
which even a Police Magistrate was com- 
pelled to refuse. 

“I consider it a most serious matter 
when citizens of New York can be per- 
secuted as these two lawyers have been 
by the District Attorney. The fact that 
the District Attorney appeared in these 
preliminary proceedings before a Police 
Justice, where the law does not require 
him to do so, although it permits him, 
and that after the complainant deliber- 
ately withdrew from the case the Dis- 
trict Attorney still insisted upon continu- 
ing, clearly shows the petty spirit of 
spite which has animated him.” 

Joseph F. Merriam in Bankruptcy 

Joseph F. Merriam, of 27 West Sixty- 
fourth street, has filed a petition in bank- 
ruptcy, with liabilities of $150,491 and no 
assets. The debts were contracted at 
Duluth and Superior, Wis., in 1893 and 
1894. Of the liabilities, $124,039 are se- 
cured by stocks and bonds. 


Opening of the Courts. 

Twelve trial terms and eight special 
terms of the Supreme Court (Manhattan) 
were formally opened for business in 
the County Court House on Jan, 2, when 
the January term began. James A. 
O’Gorman, elected to the Supreme Court 
bench at the last election, took his seat 
for the first time, and presided in Trial 
Term, Part 8 He wore a black silk gown 
similar to those worn by the other jus- 
tices. When he took his seat on the 
bench the new justice found several floral 
gifts there, sent by political friends. 
There was one floral horseshoe about five 
feet high, on which were letters made of 
small red buds, which read: “Success and 
a Happy New Year.” 

The two Surrogates’ Courts were also 
opened and Abner C. Thomas, the newly 
elected Surrogate, sat in Surrogate 
Chambers and called the calendar of 
that court and heard several motions ar- 


gued. 

Most of the justices who sat in the Spe- 
cial Term last year are now presiding 
‘over the Trial Terms. 

The justices in the Trial Term were 


McAdam, Beach, MacLean, Beekman, 
Giegerich, Gildersleeve, O’Gorman, Du- 
gro, Truax and Scott. Those in the Spe- 
cial Terms were Justices Fitzgerald, Lev- 
entritt, Smyth, Lawrence, Freedman, 
Bischoff, and Surrogate Fitzgerald pre- 
sided over the Trial Term of the Surro- 
gate’s Court. 

The January term of the City Courts 
also began with five judges sitting. 
Chief Judge Fitzsimons, who was re- 
elected, sat in Trial Term, Part 1. He 
Was surrounded by mamy large floral de- 
signs and large backets of flowers. Judge 
Schuchman sat in the Special Term and 
Judges McCarthy, Conlan, O’Dwyer and 
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Hascall presided in the remaining Trial 
Terms. 
Portrait for Justice Roesch. 

Justice George F. Roesch, of the Fourth 
Municipal District Court, on commencing 
his second term of office, on Jan. 2, was 
presented by the court attaches with a 
remarkably well executed portrait of 
himself in a magnificent frame. An im- 
mense horseshoe of roses, lilies and smi- 
lax, standing six feet in height, accom- 
panied the painting. 

The courtroom was lavishly and taste- 
fully decorated with evergreens and flow- 
ers. 

The presentation was made by Frank 
MeNicoll, who has been attached to the 
court for nearly twenty years. 

Justice Roesch, in acknowledging the 
gift, said the business of the court was 
continually increasing, and that last 
month its return to the City Treasury 
bad reached high water mark. 


Justice Beekman Indignant. 

The Sabbath Committee recently ap- 
plied to Justice Beekman, in the Su- 
yreme Court, to revoke the license of the 
Dewey Theatre. The license is held in 
the names of Sullivan & Kraus. It is 
alleged by the Sabbath Committe that 
Senator Timothy D. Sullivan is the Sul- 
livan and that George J. Kraus is. the 
Kraus. Kraus denies that he is the 
Kraus who was a party to securing the 
license from the Police Commissioners, 
and says that the Kraus who did so was 
Morris Kraus. Senator Sullivan did not 
receive service of the order to appear 
and show cause why the license should 
not be revoked. Mr. Kraus was present 
in court, and was represented by E. M. 
Friend and E. Hymes. 

The ground on which the revocation of 
the license is asked is violation of the 
Greater New York charter, which pro- 
vides that no theatrical performance of 
any kind shall be given on “‘the First Day 
of the week, commonly called Sunday.” 
After hearing argument as to whether 
George J. Kraus was the respondent, as 
a@ member and copartner of the Sullivan 
& Kraus firm, Justice Beekman ad- 
journed the case until later to permit 
Mr. Hymes to present an affidavit on 
Kraus’ behalf, which, he said, would 
show in an uncontrovertible and indis- 
putable manner that his client had noth- 
ing to do with the Dewey Theatre on 
Sunday or any other day. 

“IT am aware,” Justice Beekman said, 
“that the police have raided some of 
these places over twenty times. They 
have brought the defendants before the 
Magistrates, who have accepted bail for 
them, and the matter has ended there.” 

“T have had Mr. Kraus before the Mag- 
istrates,, Mr. Perry said, “and have 
asked for the infliction of a penalty. This 
proceeding, however, has nothing to do 
with that case. It is under the charter 
provisions dealing with the license.” 

“Is there no certificate,” Justice Beek- 
man then asked, “showing the names of 
the persons to whom the license is 
granted? These licenses used to be is- 
sued by the Mayor, and the names of 
those who applied for the licenses were 
duly recorded.” 

Mr. Perry said that this was changed 
by the charter, which made the Police 
Commissioners the grantors of the li- 
censes. 

Mr, Hymes renewed his application for 
the dismissal of the proceedings as re- 
garded Kraus. Justice Beekman denied 
the motion, and said that Kraus did not 
state in his affidavit that he was not a 
copartner of Sullivan. 

“He says,” Mr. Hymes said, “that he 
has no interest whatsoever in the thea- 
tre. The name on the programme is only 
Kraus, and that he is not the Kraus.” 

“Now, I know perfectly well about 
these matters,” interrupted Justice Beek- 
man warmly. “Kraus makes no affidavit 
that he is not the man whose name is on 
the programme.-« Now, it is to be pre- 
sumed that the names of the managers 
on the e are the names of the 
persons to whom the license was issued. 








If the law has been evaded, it will not 
avail. Kraus’ sanction was given to this 
performance when his name was placed 
on the programme.” 

“There are many Krauses in the theat- 
rical profession,” Mr, Hymes remarked, 
“and in that very place.”’ 

“Oh, yes,” said Justice Beekman an- 
grily, “many, many of them. I do not 
propose to have the authority of this 
court subverted by any legerdemain.” 


Reappointment of Abraham Bernard. 

Mr. Bernard has been reappointed 
Clerk of the Sixth Municipal District 
Court by Justice Martin for a term of six 
years. He was first appointed twenty- 
eight years ago. If he survives this term 
he will have served as clerk in this one 
court for thirty-four years. 


Surrogate Varnum Receives a Loving 
Cup. 

The attaches of the Surrogate’s office, 
nearly all of whom are Tammany men 
on.Dec. 29 presented Surrogate Varnum 
with a handsome silver loving cup, upon 
his retirement from office. 

The presentation was made in Surro- 
gate Varnum’s private room by Adminis- 
tration Clerk George F, Scannell, the 
Democratic leader of the Twenty-fifth 
Assembly District, who assured the Sur- 
rogate that, despite the difference in their 
political faiths, his absence from among 
them would be much regretted, as he had 
made them lifelong friends of his during 
his occupancy of the position. 

Surrogate Varnum returned thanks in 
suitable terms and warmly shook hands 
with the deputation, and wished them 
many Happy New Years. 

The Surrogate will resume his law 
practice. He is succeeded by Surro- 
gate-elect Abner L. Thomas, the success- 
ful Tammany candidates at the last elec- 
tion. 

The Death of Dorman B. Eaton. 

Dorman Bridgeman Eaton died recent- 
ly at his home, No. 2 East Twenty-ninth 
street, 

Mr. Eaton was born in Hardwick, Vt., 
on June 27, 1823. He was graduated from 
the University of Vermont in 1848, and 
from the Harvard Law School in 1850. In 
the latter year he was admitted to the 
New York Bar. He has long been prom- 
inent in the civil service reform move- 
ment in this country, was the chairman 
of the first civil service commission, ap- 
pointed by President Grant, and at the 
request of President Hayes went to Eng- 
land to secure material for a report on 
the British civil service. He was also ap- 
pointed a civil service commissioner by 
Presidents Arthur and Cleveland. The 
first civil service reform society was or- 
ganized at his house in 1878. 

Mr. Eaton was active in other reform 
movements. He published several works 
and edited an edition of Kent’s “Com- 
mentaries.”’ 

Death of Edward Coles. 

Edward Coles died at his residence, 29 
Beekman place, on Jan. 4. He was in the 
ninety-first year of his age. Death was 
due to the infirmities which come with 
extreme old age. On the 23d of Decem- 
ber he was confined to his bed, and did 
not leave it again. 

Mr. Coles was born April 15, 1809, at 
Dosoris, L. I. He was a son of Oliver 
Coles, who was born Sept. 8, 1780, and 
who died Dec, 25, 1861, 

Early in life Mr. Coles practiced law 
in this city, and was the associate of 
Daniel Webster in cases in which Web- 
ster was counsel in New York. : 

Forty years ago Mr, Coles gave up the 
practice of law in order to devote all 
his time looking after the extensive prop- 
erty interest of his family. He was large- 
ly instrumental in developing Jersey 
City, and made a large fortune out of 
real estate in that city. 

Appointments in Kings County. 

John F. Clarke has made public the 
names of those who, in addition to his 
legal assistants, will serve under him in 
the District Attorney’s Office. They are 
as follows: 











Thomas McNeely, assistant clerk, 
District; Joseph Irwin, detective, Seg, 
District; Arthur H. Walkley, chief ole 
Third District; Jeremiah Mahoney, dety 
tive, Third District; Michael F. Rejj 
Cetective, Fourth District; Julia 
Brady, stenographer, Fourth District 
Charles J. Dougherty, messenger, 

District; James F. Mulcahy, detect; 
Seventh District; George Corcoran, detes 
tive, Eighth District; William M. Bynm 
assistant clerk, Eighth District; Phy 
J. Cantlon, detective, Ninth District; 
Charles Doyle, detective, Tenth Distric, 
John Dee, detective, Eleventh Distric: 
Charles V. Bowerham, detective, Foy. 
teenth District; Joseph Hays, doorma, 
Fifteenth District; Frank B. Bailey, a 
sistant clerk, Eighteenth District; Freq. 
erick Rummell, assistant clerk, Nin. 
teenth District; Conrad Hasenflug, det, 
tive, Nineteenth District; Dinnis Winter, 
detective, Twentieth District; Evard 2 
Bristol, assistant clerk (Colored Demme. 
racy); John Worth, detective; Fidele , 
Driscole, stenographer; Walter Worth 
stenographer; Katharine J. Boyle, ste 
nographer. 

Those retained from the force whig 
District Attorney Steele appointed are 
Chief Clerk Walkley, Michael F. Reilly, 
detective, who is a veteran; John Worth 
detective, and Walter Worth; Fidele 4 
Driscole and Katharine J. Boyle, aj 
stenographers. The Worths, who an 
Republicans, have been in the Distri¢ 
Attorney’s office during the past sever 
administrations. 

County Clerk-elect Peter Paul Huberty 
has made out this list of reappointment 
and new appointments: 

Reappointments in the office of th 
County Clerk—Julius Muth, deputy; 
John Moran, assistant deputy; Willian 
Korff, docket clerk; William Ferris, lis 
pendens clerk; Joseph Abel, generd 
clerk; Albert Meyer, messenger; Dennis 
J. Clare, equity clerk; Henry C. Briordy, 
assistant equity clerk; John C. Gaffney, 
record clerk; Charles Falkenberg, a 
sistant record clerk, and Joseph Obman:, 
index clerk. 

New appointments have been deter. 
mined upon as follows: Thomas G. Burns 
assistant equity clerk, in place of Gt 
tave Zaun, and Jonas Litt, index clerk 
in place of Isaac Kalsky. 

The present copyists, Dennis F. Hag- 
gerty, Thomas M. Burke, George L. Pep- 
pard and August Becker, will, for the 
present,’ be continued in their respective 
positions. 

The following reappointments have 
been determined upon in the County 
Court: Charles Y. Van Doren, chide 
clerk; John D. Acker, John F. Moore, 
Charles H. Foley, Michael H. Keely, 
George H. Murphy, Thomas F. Buttling, 
James G. Fitzgerald, John H. Meehan, 
John J. Pyburn, John J. Gartland ané 
John McNamara, assistant clerks. Net 
appointments have been determined o 
as’ follows: Edward J, Pendergast, in 
place of Otto Wuest, and Timothy J 
Carey, in place of James McMahon, as 
sistant clerks. 


Death of Esek Cowen. 

Bsek Cowen, of the firm of Masten & 
Cowen, of this city, died suddenly at the 
Troy Club, Troy, on the night of Jan. + 
Mr. Cowen suffered a stroke of apoplexy 
while at dinner at the club at 6.30 p. m 
Mr. Cowen’s home in this city was at 9% 
West Forty-seventh street. He was 4 
director of the Fogarty Gas and Chemic#l 
Company and the New York Casualty 
Company, and a member of the Manhat- 
tan, Lawyers’ and Democratic clubs, the 
Century Association and the Association 
of the Bar. 


Charges Against Henry C. White. 

Charges of fraudulent dating back o 
legal paper and imposing on the Court 
were made on Jan. 10 before Judge 
Schuchman, of the City Court, against 
Henry Crofut White, a lawyer at No 
3 Nassau street. The charges are 
by John P. Pratt, vice-president of th 
Club Woman's ne Publishing 
Company, and supported by an affidavit 
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sworn to by David N. Carvalho, the 
handwriting expert. They are based on 
the papers in a confession of judgment 
py E. H. Talbot, president of the com- 
pany, in favor of himself for two months’ 
salary for himself and wife, Mrs. Ada 
Brown Talbot, amounting to $849. 

An attachment had previously been en- 
tered against the Club Woman’s Publish- 
ing Company, and it is alleged that the 
papers in the Talbot case were fraudu- 
jently dated back to obviate the neces- 
sary six days’ notice and to forestall 
other actions by creditors and _ stock- 
holders. Talbot and his wife, instead of 
being creditors of the company, are al- 
leged to owe it money, and he is charged 
with having misapplied the funds of the 
company. 

On reading the affidavit of Mr. Carval- 
ho, Justice Schuchman promptly signed 
an order requiring the plaintiff to show 
cause why the judgment should not be 
set aside, with costs to the plaintiff. 

Mr. Platt, in his affidavit, charges that 
Mr, Talbot misapplied the funds of the 
company, and used its assets for his in- 
dividual purposes, and through his mis- 
management »lunged the corporation in- 
to unnecessary debt. 


Opening of Appellate Division. 


The Appellate Division of the Supreme 
Court formally opened its new building 
at Madison avenue and Twenty-fifth 
street on Jan. 2, and put into effect a rule 
prevailing in no other court—that mem- 
bers of the Bar must leave their hats and 
overcoats in the cloakrooms before en- 
tering the presence of the judges. 

This gives to the proceedings, it is 
daimed, more dignity than if the space 
before the robed ministers of the law 
were occupied by men in overcoats, wet 
perhaps, and with dripping hats and um- 
brellas in their hands. 

Presiding Justice Van Brunt and Jus- 
tices Barrett and Rumsey, Patterson and 
O’Brien occupied the bench. As they en- 


tered all the spectators rose and bowed, 


which is another rule of the court. 
Justices returned the salutation. 

John E. Parsons, on behalf of the New 
York Bar, pronounced an eulogium on 
the Appellate Division and its new home, 
to which Justice Barrett responded. 

“I wish to express our consideration for 
both the great political parties,” he said, 
“when we sought them for the appropria- 
tion for this court. The dominant party 
in the State conceded our requests with- 
out hesitation, and the dominant party 
in the city provided all the money nec- 
essary.” 

The court then abandoned rhetoric and 
got down to business. The first appeal 
taken wp was that of Nettie Nelmann, 
sentenced to prison for four months for 
keeping a disorderly house in St. Mark’s 
place. 


The 


Death of Andrew Blake. 

Andrew Blake, sixty years old, a law- 
yer, with offices at 108 Fulton street, and 
living at 131 West Thirteenth street, died 
suddenly of heart disease on the evening 
of Jan. 12, on the platform of the ele- 
vated railroad station at Columbus ave- 
nue and 104th street. 


Asst. District Attorney 
Col, Ammon. 

A heated discussion occurred on Jan. 
12 between Assistant United States Dis- 
trict Attorney Ernest E. Baldwin and 
Col. Robert A, Ammon. The first tilt oc- 
curred in the United States Circuit Court 
before Judge Thomas. Col. Ammon, in 
the final growl, said he was able and 
willing to take care of himself. He is a 
big man, but Mr. Baldwin, who is small, 
sneered at the remark of his massive ad- 
versary. 

Col. Ammon appealed to Judge Thomas 
to direct the Assistant District Attorney 
to accept Miss C. E. Kelleg, of Syracuse, 
N. Y., as surety for Bugene L. Packer, 
recently sentenced to Sing Sing for 
Swindling ‘“‘clients’’ of the Investment & 
Security Company, of No. 32 Broadway, 
through the agency of the mails, pend- 
ing the result of an appeal, Ammon said 
that he had offered a dozen or more per- 


Baldwin ws. 





sons as security, but they were not sat- 
isfactory to Mr, Baldwin 

Mr. Baldwin said that Miss King was 
not a resident of this State, which the 
law required her to be. He said also that 
her financial standing could not be 
vouched for by the friends she suggested 
to be asked. Judge Thomas said that 
he would only accept as surety a per- 
son living within the Second Circuit. 

This was decided adversely to Col. Am- 
mon, but he was not defeated. As the 
order of the Court stated that Packer 
could be released provided “the surety 
be acceptable to the United States At- 
torney,”’ he next appealed to Gen. Henry 
L. Burnett, Mr, Baldwin’s superior. Un- 
aware of the trouble in court, Mr. Bur- 
nett innocently accepted Miss Kelleg. 

Ammon believed he had scored the win- 
ning point, as his client was brought 
down from Ludlow Street Jail. Gen. Bur- 
nett had gone home for the day, and Col. 
Ammon thought he had asurething. Mr. 
Baldwin again interfered, however, and 
that settled it as far as Judge Thomas 
was concerned. Packer was taken back 
to jail, for the night, at least. 

The legal combatants growled and 
glared at each other, and Ammon got so 
angry as to say: “That fellow Bald- 
win, because he is the personal appointee 
of ‘Billy’ McKinley, thinks he owns New 
York.” 

Baldwin, too, with flushed face, made a 
remark about “Ammon having a ‘cinch’ 
in Col. Gardiner’s office, but would find 
rocks ahead in the Federal Court of this 
district.” 

Later, the two met in another room, 
and at one time there appeared to be a 
prospect of violence. 


REDIT MEN AND CREDIT ASSO- 
CIATIONS. 


The New York Credit Men’s Associa- 
tion has sent the following circular to 
all its members: 


THE NEW YORK CREDIT MEN’S AS- 
SOCIATION 
320 Broadway 
New York, January, 1900. 





Dear Sir: 

The Legislative Committee has pre- 
pared a bill with regard to signed state- 
ments that the present Legislature in 
session at Albany will be asked to pass. 
The present article now on the statute 
books of the State has been found inoper- 
ative and no convictions under it have 
taken place in very many years, and its 
inefficiency has become so widely known 
that counsel almost refuse to take a case 
from a creditor client that to the ordi- 
rary mind seems teeming with fraud on 
the part of the debtor. 

With regard to the question to prevent 
selling out a stock of goods in bulk, 
where the goods have not been paid for 
and where intent of fraud is palpable to 
the victimized creditor, it has been found, 
after diligent consideration and many 
attempts, to be almost impossible to 
frame a law that would hold good. The 
constitutional right of every man to sell 
his stock out piecemeal or in bulk is un- 
questioned, and the only remedy then for 
the creditor is the poor one of seeking re- 
dress by civil procedure, which all 
know to their cost is a difficult and al- 
most hopeless task if the debtor wants 
to evade payment. 7 

The only remedy then is under the Na- 
tional Bankruptcy Act where, if a debtor 
cannot or will not pay his just debts, 
he will be adjudged a bankrupt and take 
the consequences. The Committee has in 
contemplation a proper supplement to 
Section 66 E of the Bankruptcy Bill which 
it is hoped will meet the difficulty. 

There are many other changes and 
amendments to the Bankruptcy Act that 
the Association is pledged to contend for. 

The Investigating and Prosecuting 
Committee, while still pleased that so 
few failures have happened, feel sure 
that it is due not only to the good times 
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but also to the fact being now known 
throughout the country that this Associ- 
ation will investigate fraud on its mem- 
bers and _ relentlessly prosecute it. 
Among the parties prevented by our 
Committee from getting the benefit of 
the National Bankruptcy Act for fraudu- 
lent transactions are two notable cases, 
viz.: That of Louis Mendelson, when the 
referee reported to the court: 


“The evidence satisfies me that the 
bankrupt has either sold the goods and 
made no record of the sales and has the 
money, or that he has fraudulently con- 
cealed the goods, etc.’”’ 


and also that of Samuel Schlessinger, of 
whom Judge Allison Brown, when deny- 
ing his application for discharge, said: 


“Tt is seldom, I think, that so open a 
defiance of the requirements of the Bank- 
ruptcy Law is met with—the ignorance 
he professed with regard to the disposi- 
tion of his money is altogether incredible 
—a debtor, however, is not to go free be- 
cause the precise amount of his frauds 
and concealments is not ascertainable, 
nor should the Bankruptcy Act be suf- 
fered to be paralyzed as respects the in- 
terests of creditors by such means,” 
and then the judge issued a court order 
that the bankrupt surrender $6,500 to the 
trustee. 


Mercantile Agency Service Committee. 
To continue the good work of improve- 
ment which is apparent to all, if you feel 
you have a grievance or service rendered 
you by any agency is defective, write 
the Secretary explaining in full so that 
it may be brought before this Committee 
for action. 


Membership Committee again strongly 
recommends that each on our roll will 
exert himself to increase the membership, 
if by only one name—you can easily do 
this. Try it—it is for the general good. 
No cause has ever yet triumphed from 
the mere fact of being worthy, it has to 
be supported by practical work, not 
wishes. 

Our rooms are for the use of the mem- 
bers, who should call in as frequently as 
possible to meet one another, exchange 
ideas and become better acquainted—all 
the trade journals are on the table. These 
rooms can be used also for trade or 
creditors’ meetings, gratis, by notifying 
the Secretary a few hours in advance. 


Our bi-monthly meetings are appreci- 
ated by very many but still a larger rep- 
resentation should attend; we all have 
something to learn and these meetings 
teach a great deal—they are pleasant 
also in another sense. 

Mr. T. H. Bartindale felt called upon 
to present his resignation of the Presi- 
dency, and the Executive Committee re- 
specting his wish, accepted the resigna- 
tion and elected Mr. A. H. Watson as 
President, and Mr. Chas. E. Meek as 
Vice-President. Mr. Bartindale takes Mr. 
Meek’s place on the Executive Commit- 
tee. 

Please notify the Secretary of change 
in location or name of representative. 
Respectfully, 


A. H. WATSON, President. 


Mr. T. H. Bartindale, of the New York 
Credit Men’s Association, in changing | 
the nature of his business decided that 
it was best that his resignation as Presi- 
dent should be presented to the Execu- 
tive Committee. The reasons were re- 
spected and the resignation accepted, and 
the following resolutions were adopted: 

Resolution adopted by the Executive 
Committee of the New York Credit Men’s 
Association: 

Resolved, that in accepting the resig- 
nation of Mr. T. H. Bartindale as Presi- 
dent of the N Y. Credit Men’s Associa- 
tion, we at the same time desire to ex- 
press our appreciation of the valuable 
services which he has rendered, and our 
regret that the circumstances seem to 
make it advisable for him to take such 
action. 

The Executive Committee tenders to 
Mr. Bartindale its thanks for his fidelity 
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to the interests of the Association, and 
for his earnest efforts for its success. 


R. P. MESSITER, 
CHAS, BIGGS. 
E. E. HUBER, 
Committee. 
The following is a list of the present 
officers: President, A. H. Watson, of 
Watson, Porter, Giles & Co.; Vice-Presi- 
dent, Charles E. Meek, with National 
Lead Co.; Treasurer, E. E. Huber, of 
Eberhard Faber; Secretary, H. J. Say- 
ers, 320 Broadway; Executive Commit- 
tee (two years), T. H. Bartindale, of 
Morse & Rogers; Chas. Biggs, Actuary 
of the Hat Trade Credit Association; F. 
R. Boocock, Treasurer H. W. Johns Mfg. 
Co.; F. A. Brainard, of Rand Drill Co.; 
E. E. Huber, of Eberhard Faber; (one 
year) M. E. Bannin, of Converse, Stan- 
ton & Co.; F. E. Lally, with Crane Co.; 
R. P. Messiter, of Minot, Hooper & Co.; 
R. B. Minis, with Merchants’ National 
Bank; G. Waldo Smith, of Smith & Sills. 


The second annual dinner of the 
Rochester Credit Men’s Association 
was held at Genesee Valley Club on Jan- 
uary 11. 

A short reception was held just pre- 
vious to the dinner. The reception com- 
mittee was composed as follows: Daniel 
B. Murphy, Horace C. Brewster, Lee 
Richmond, John Taylor, A. E. Benjamin. 
Rudolph Stein, John Connors, Charles 
Stern, Joseph Farley, William R. Peters 
George M. Neel, J. C. Wodbury, Philip 
Present, Elmer Roblin, J. H. Lenahan, 
James Barnes, J. P. McMahon, M. H. Van 
Bergh. 

The following gentlemen sat down at 
the dinner: 


Daniel B. Murphy, Maurice J. Murphy, 
Thomas F. Bell, M. J. Cullinan, S. M. 
Raisbeck, W. H. Fay, John Dyer, Oscar 
Reiber, William Hunter, S. E. Coon, J. 
S. Burns, E. Rombaut, J. J. McHugh, An- 
son Squires, P. J. Keller, J. McPartlin, E. 
Kannon, James Farrell, C. F. Gardiner, 
James McMannis, J. Keenan, J. O’Neil, 
Thomas Naylon, W. R. Spears, A. E. Nel- 
son, Charles G. Williams, N. C. Fulton, 
A. B. Davis, Henry J. Utz, William H. 
Dunn, Charles J. Lund, C. A. Childs, G. 
H. Buff, W. W. Kenfield, A. E. Benjamin, 
Geo. J. McLaughlin, J. M. Walmsley, H. 
L. French, C. V. Knapp, F. H. Lewis, 
E. 8. Findlay, L. 8. Foulkes, H. H. Clapp, 
J. H. Gregory, P. T. Luitweiler, J. H. 
Luitweiler, Philip Present, A. W. Dold, 
L. Lowenthal, H. V. Clark, H. E. Kir- 
stein, George Clark, Rudolph Stein, J. P. 
Fess, M. J. Isselhard, _i Loeb, A. J. Bol- 
ton, James Barnes, J. J. Mandery, Hor- 
ace C. Brewster, J. V. Alexander, C. J. 
Alexander, C. D. Van Zandt, W. R. 
Peters, H. H. Edgerton, W. L. Dobbin, 
Elmer Roblin, D. W. Bruce, K. B. Castle, 
M. E. Van Bergh, C. C. Werner, M. H. 
Van Bergh, F. W. Van Bergh, J. P. Mc- 
Mahon, Joseph Farley, C. C. Reed, Geo. 
E. Graves, Lee Richmond, Frank Yaw- 
man, E. Weter, J. H. Lenahan, L. J. 
Ernst, A. J. Wegman, B. G. Bennett, Jas. 
L. Brewer, W. F. Durnan, Ira D. Kings- 
bury, J. H. Lempert, Charles Blauw, M. 
M. Meyers, C. C. Woodworth, P. A. Vay, 
E. W. Burton, W. B. Farnham, W. A. 
Naramore, J. L. Gorham, A. W. Smith, 
R. M. Myers, P. V. Crittenden, C. A. Sur- 
dam, C. M. Lane, W. B. Menneiley, C. M. 
Shaw, Edmund Barry, James Fee, John 
Fee, J. C. O’Rourke, George Schleber, 
A. R. Hammer, H. S. Draper, E. 8. 
Chapin, W. J. Trimble, A. E. Bickford, 
George G. Ford, L. A. Lewis. 

When the waiters had retired Presi- 
dent John H. Gregory arose, and in a 
few well selected remarks introduced the 
first speaker of the evening, John Field 
of Philadelphia, the president of the Na- 
tional Association of Credit Men. His 
remarks were particularly appropriate to 
the occasion. He told how the house 
which he represents manages to secure 
its pay when other houses fail to get 
theirs. He said that this was largely 
because his establishment insists on a 
signed statement in all such transac- 
tions. 





The annual meeting and dinner of the 
Boston Credit Men’s Association was 
held on January 9, when the following 
officers were elected: President, John R. 
Ainsley, of Brown, Durrell & Co.; vice 
presidents, Charles R, Batt, cashier Na- 
tional Security Bank, and George H. 
Graves, treasurer Walworth Manufactur- 
ing Company; treasurer, Frederic G. 
Kimball, of Clark-Hutchinson Company, 
and secretary, John J. Henry. 

Directors (for two years)—John D. 
Morton, of the Carpenter-Morton Co.; 
Charles L. Lewando, treasurer of the 
National S. & L. Exchange; Elvin W. 
Harding, of Winslow, Rand & Watson; 
John E. Frenning, president of the S. M. 
Howes Co.; Geo. D. Harvey, of Farley, 
Harvey & Co., and Plummer C. Spring, 
treasurer of the Boston Dry Goods Co. 
Directors (for one year, to fill vacancies) 
—William Q. Wales, of Brown & Wales, 
— Joseph S. Pike, Jr., of Dodge, Haley 
& Co. 

The speakers of the evening were Eras- 
tus Wiman, of New York; J. E. Halleck 
and Rev. Thos. Van Ness, of Boston, and 
Col. Chas. J. Rarling, of Lowell. 

The speech of Mr. Wiman was espe- 
cially good, and dealt entirely with credit 
interests. He thought merchants were 
gambling on the ability and disposition 
of customers, and that they had no guar- 
antee of ever getting their money. He 
advocated the establishment in every 
community or group of communities of a 
well known intelligent and accurate 
credit man thoroughly conversant with 
men, stores and conditions of business, 
who should be required to keep a careful 
account of all matters in any way of af- 
fecting the credit business men in his 
district. He also urged the establishment 
of a chair for the study of the science of 
credits at Harvard and other universi- 
ties, 

J. E. Halleck dilated on the manifold 
advantages of a great business clearing 
house, in which ali men could transact 
business, and the entry to which by firms 
would insure absolute solvency, and 
panics would be unknown. 

William A. Prendergast, of New York, 
next spoke of ‘‘American Shipping.”’ 

President Gregory introduced William 
C. Sprague, of Detroit, as the next speak- 
er. His subject was, “The Man Behind 
the Gun.” He said many things in praise 
of the business man who stands heroical- 
ly at his post and fights the battles of 
peace just as gallantly as the soldier in 
the field fights his country's battles. A. 
J. Barnes, of Buffalo, was the last speak- 
er, and his address, while informal, was 
of great interest. 


BOOK REVIEWS. 


Medico-Legal Studies. Vol. V. By Clark Bell, 
Esq., of New York, Editor of the Medico-Legal 
Journal. 


We have previously reviewed several 
volumes in this series which have been 
presented for our consideration. The 
present is along the same general line as 
its predecessors. In it Dr. Bell discusses 
the question of Hypnotism in the Crim- 
inal Courts, the Duty and Responsibility 
of the Attending Physician in Cases of 
Railway Surgery, English Prisons and 
Irish Political Prisoners, Compulsory 
Vaccination and Should It be Enforced 
by the Law, Has the Physician the Right 
to Terminate Life, and Criminal Appeal 
in England. 

The article on English Prisons and 
Irish Political Prisoners is particularly 
interesting. It discusses the case of Dr. 
Gallagher, who, it was claimed, was ren- 
dered insane through cruelties practiced 
upon him while undergoing sentence of 
solitary confinement. 





The Law of Animals. A Treatise on Property 
in Animals, Wild and Domestic, and the Rights 
and Responsibilities Arising Therefrom. By John 
H. Ingham, of the Philadelphia Bar. Published 
by T. & J. W. Johnson & Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 

We shall certainly give the author 
credit for originality in his choice of sub- 
ject. We agree with him, however, that 
it may naturally be asked why, “at a 
time when of making many law books 
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there is no end, the large and important 
subject exploited in the present volume 
has been almost wholly disregarded? 
For just as the law of real property dif. 
fers from that of personal property as 
dealing with what is immovable and in. 
destructible, so the law of animate differs 
from that of inanimate property as deal. 
ing with powers of conscience, volition 
and reproduction and liability to suffer- 
ing and death—a distinction far more sig- 
nificant in science and philosophy, how- 
ever it may be in jurisprudence, than 
that existing in the former case. Asa 
matter of fact, these powers and liabili- 
ties ip animal life form the basis of an 
elaborate system of rights and responsi. 
bilities which may be termed with per- 
fect propriety the law of animals. The 
elements of this law have, hitherto, lain 
more or less concealed in numberless 
statutes, reports, digests and text books. 
Hardly an index of any scope can be 
found in which the title “Animals” does 
not occur, accompanied by various cross- 
references. And yet, so far as the pres. 
ent writer has been able to ascertain, no 
effort has ever been made to work these 
scattered elements into an organic 
structure. “The author expresses the 
hope that this treatise may serve to the 
accomplishment of such an end.” 

The work in question has been divided 
into seven titles, treating of the follow- 
ing subjects: Title I. Property in Ani- 
mals. Title II. Transfer of Property. 
Title III. Rights of Owners of Animals. 
Title IV. Liabilities of Owners of Ani- 
mals. Title V. Bailment and Carriage. 
Title VI. Cruelty—Game Laws. Title 
VII. Injuries to Animals by Railways. 
Each of these titles he has divided into 
two and in some cases three chapters, 
e. g.: Title IV. Animals trespassing and 
running at large (Chapter 1); Impound- 
ing. Injuries on Highways. Diseased An- 
imals. Nuisances. Racing. (Chapter 2); 
Vicious and Ferocious Animals (Chapter 
3). Title VII. Liability Irrespective of 
Fencing Laws (Chapter 1). Liability un- 
der the Statutes Regulating Fences 
(Chapter 2). 

We have spoken much concerning the 
mechanical arrangement of the work be- 
cause the author has, in our opinion, 
demonstrated an aptitude for analysis 
which certainly should meet with com- 
mendation. It is unfortunate that some 
of our best law books seem to have been 
written almost at haphazard, one subject 
being exhausted only to make way for 
another with which it seems to have but 
slight connection. 

The work in question displays consid- 
erable research and is well written and 
exceedingly readable. We were particu- 
larly struck with the discussion con- 
tained on page 153 respecting the liability 
for injuries caused by barb wire fences, 
and that on page 328 treating of liability 
in case of horses running away. Both 
are too lengthy to quote, though we 
would like to have done so. 


_ a et ee ao ab ao ef eb € € 





THF AMERICAN 


LAWYVRR. 83 





Ee 





Chapter 2 of Title V., discussing the 
liability of carriers of animals, also 
merits attention. The author takes up 
the nature of the contract of carriage, 
the restriction of liability, the mode of 
transportation, food and water, injuries 
due to the nature and condition of ani- 
mals and damages which may be award- 


The work is one which has our hearty 
approval, and we regret not being able to 
insert a quotation in order that the au- 
thor’s style might be judged. Unfortu- 
nately, however, as we stated before, this 
js scarcely possible, so we simply content 
ourselves with recommending it to the 
attention of members of the bar, 


Handbook on the Law of Negligence. 
ton Barrows, A; Bs Been Ee 
Published by West 
Minn. Price, $3.75 

The above is a recent addition to the 
Hornbook series, which is being issued 
by the West Publishing Company. The 
work, of course, as its title implies, is 
somewhat elementary in character, and 
is probably designed either for the use 
of students or else for those members of 
the bar who desire merely to refresh 
their general recollection of the particular 
subject. Bearing this in mind the work 
may be said to be of considerable utility 
within its particular scope. The cases 
are selected in seeming accordance with 
a desire to illustrate general principles 
of law, rather than the peculiar doctrines 
held by the courts of any particular 
State. 

We desire to record our hearty ap- 
probation of the manner in which the 
book is printed and “gotten up.’ The 
idea of placing a heavily leaded digest at 
the head of each paragraph, so that the 
reader may perceive at a glance the 
principle involved, is certainly an excel- 
lent one. 

Take it all in all, the work is an excel- 
lent one within its particular limits. In 
order to give an idea of its value we 
quote the following upon the question of 
comparative negligence, omitting all cita- 
tions. 

COMPARATIVE NBPGLIGENCE. 

Itwas formerly held in a few States that, 
where the negligence of the defendant 
greatly outweighed that of the plaintiff, 
slight negligence on the part of the lat- 
ter would not prevent a recovery, but the 
doctrine is now practically obsolete. 

The doctrine of comparative negligence 
exists in but one or two States to-day, 
and, indeed, it is doubtful if any State is 
prepared to admit frankly that the rule, 
pure and simple, obtains in fts courts. 
The rule is thus stated in one of the 
earlier cases in Georgia: ‘“‘That, although 
the plaintiff be somewhat in fault, yet, if 
the defendant be grossly negligent, and 
thereby occasioned, or did not prevent, 
the mischief, the action may be main- 
tained.” This has been modified ma- 
terially-in later decisions, and it may be 
said that the Georgia rule is not yet set- 
tled, although the tendency of their 
courts is to require the jury to reduce 
the damages in proportion to the contrib- 
utory negligence of the plaintiff. A sim- 
ilar result seems to be reached by stat- 
ute in Tennessee in actions against rail- 
roads, unless the plaintiff's contributory 
hegligence is the direct cause of his own 
injury, 

In Kansas, from an early date, it has 
been quite uniformly held that the plain- 
tiff need not be entirely free from neg- 
ligence to entitle him to recover; but it 
would seem that the relative fault of ‘the 
parties must be in strong contrast, gross 
Negligence of the defendant against 
slight negligence of the plaintiff, with a 
similar comparison of its causative effect. 
This confusion of the degrees of negli- 
gence with proximateness and remote- 
hess of cause appears in the leading case 
on this subject, the Court saying: “An 
act that may be grossly negligent, if it 
proximately conttibates to the injury, 
May be reasonably careful, if it only re- 
Motely contributes thereto.” And in a 
later case the following instruction is ap- 
Proved: “If the jury believe from the 
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evidence that the plaintiff's negligence 
contributed to the injury complained of, 
he cannot recover. But if such negli- 
gence was only slight, or the remote 
cause of the injury, he may still recover, 
notwithstanding such slight negligence 
or remote cause.” Thus, as observed by 
Mr. Beach, the doctrine is formulated in 
such a way as to suggest the conclusion 
that “slight negligence” is synonymous 
with negligence which is but a remote 
cause, and that ‘“grvss negligence’ means 
hardly more than negligence which is a 
proximate cause—a mistake of causation 
for negligence. 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


Yale Law School. 

Edward D. Robbins, of Hartford, has 
been chosen by the corporation of Yale 
University to be professor of jurispru- 
dence in the law school to succeed Prof. 
Morris F. Tyler. 


Hastings College of Law. 

The Buildings Committee of the Board 
of Supervisors agreed recently to recom- 
mend that the Hastings College of the 
Law be given quarters for lecture rooms 
in the City Hall. 

T. I. Bergin, who was appointed a com- 
mittee to represent the college in the 
matter, appeared before the committee. 
He explained that the revenue of the col- 
lege is derived from an endowment fund 
of $100,000 given by the late Judge Has- 
tings, on which the Legislature agreed to 
pay 7 per cent. annually. Since the col- 
lege had taken up quarters in the new 
Affiliated Colleges building the attend- 
ance had fallen off to 104. It was incon- 
venient for both students and lecturers, 
Bergin said, to go so far, and he feared 
that if lecture rooms could not be pro- 
cured down town the Legislature would 
think the college was falling into decay 
and might cut off the 7 per cent. that it 
has been accustomed to allow. 

Preference was expressed for the rooms 
now occupied by the office of the District 
Attorney, which will be transferred to 
the Hall of Justice as soon as that build- 
ing is ready for occupancy. 

The committee was satisfied with the 
presentation of the case and agreed to 
recommend that the petition be granted. 
The particular rooms to be assigned will 
be agreed on later. 

Boston University—Collece of Law. 

The Boston University Index recently 
made its appearance. It is being placed 
among the students much earlier this 
year than heretofore, and the pwblica- 
tion contains much that is of interest to 
those who are connected officially or 
otherwise, with the institution. 

The university corporation 
24 members this year. 

The board of instruction in the law 
department has been increased to 34, 
11 of this number being members of the 
faculty. The number of students regis- 
tered at the secretary’s office is 351. This 
shows a large increase over the number 
matriculating in former years, although 
the requirements for entering the law 
school have been revised. The index con- 
tains a nearly complete list of the law 
school alumni. The number of graduates 
is over 1,400. 

A meeting of the New Hampshire Club 
of the Law School of Boston University 
was held on the afternoon of January 10, 
and the following officers elected: Presi- 
dent, E. Ray Shaw, of Nashua; vice 
president, Robert E. Buffum, of Keene; 
secretary Clarence Quinn, of Exeter; 
treasurer, Michael Crowley, of Ports- 
mouth; executive committee, Pierce P. 
Demers, of Somersworth; Irving E. Ver- 
non, of Gorham, and Louis H. Thorp, of 
Manchester. The club is composed of 
about 34 members. A banquet is to be 
given in the near future at Young’s Ho- 
tel, 
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University of Pennsylvania. 

The committee representing the Penn- 
sylvania Bar Association, the Law Asso- 
ciation of Philadelphia and the Lawyers’ 
Club, Philadelphia, to assist in arranging 
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for the opening of the new Law School 
building of the University of Pennsyl- 
vania Feb. 21 and 22, met at the Uni- 
versity Club on Jan. 4. Plans for the 
dinner to be given in honor of the many 
distinguished guests whe are to be in the 
city on that occasion were discussed, and 
sub-committees to arrange the details 
were appointed. The dinner is to be held 
in Horticultural Hall on the evening of 
Feb. 22. 

Boston University School of Law. 

The studentS of the Boston University 
School of Law were addressed on Jan. 4 
in Isaac Rich Hall by the Rev. Edward 
Everett Hale, under the auspices of the 
William E. Russell Debating Club. Dr. 
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Hale’s subject was “The Distinction Be- 
tween Government and Administration.” 
Of our system of government he said: 
“The President manages the finesse of 
the nation and is the head of the admin- 
istration; Congress makes the laws, but 
the people us a whole really govern the 
country, as they elect all these officials. 
Qur administration is the best in the 
world, for the people are at the bottom 
of it.” Dr. Hale advised all to read the 
public documents and governmental re- 
ports, “for,’’ he said, ‘“‘the more one reads 
the works of the men detailed to the 
various branches of the government the 
more satisfied one will be that our coun- 
try is not going to the dogs, as some 
newspapers would have us believe.” 
New York Law School. 

The Dwight Alumni Association, com- 
posed principally of graduates of the 
New York Law School, is giving its usual 
course of lectures this winter at Carnegie 
Hall. The first lecturer on the list is 
Gilbert Ray Hawes. Mr. Hawes has just 
finished his series of lectures on “The 
Law of Negligence,” which he treated in 
an excellent manner, his review of the 
origin and development of this phase of 
the law being particularly interesting. 
The leading cases were cited and the 
— rules clearly and concisely stat- 
ed, 

The lecturers to follow are Everett P. 
Wheeler, on “The Modern Law of Car- 
riers;’’ Paul Fuller, on “Police Power,” 
and Albert Stickney, on “Corporate 
Trusts.”’ 


New York University—Law School. 

The Alumnae of the Woman’s Law 
Class of the New York University held 
its annual meeting at the University 
building, Washington Square, Manhat- 
tan, recently. Miss Isabella Mary Pettus 
presided. The report of the treasurer, 
Mrs. Isaac Franklin Russell, showed an 
active membership of 161 and a balance 
of cash on hand amounting to $103. Chas, 
A. Gardiner has been appointed to award 
the prize of $50 offered for the best es- 
say by a member of the graduating class 
of 1900 on “The Constitutional Power of 
the United States to Acquire and Gov- 
ern Foreign Territory.” 


LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


C. Wilbur Monroe, a Rochester (N. Y.) 
attorney, has been taken into custody 
on an order of arrest granted in a civil 
action to recover $1,050 alleged to have 
been wrongfully appropriated. The 
plaintiffs are John Krug and Jacob Flag- 
ler, as surety for Krug. It is understood 
the plaintiffs allege that the money said 
to be misappropriated was intrusted to 
~ Monroe to carry on certain litiga- 
tion. 





Former Judge H. B. Crawford of Ham- 
mond (iInd.) has been sentenced to an 
indeterminate period in Michigan City 
penitentiary. He was indicted by the 
grand jury for malfeasance and embez- 
zlement while in office, and his trial oc- 
curred a year ago. He was found guilty, 
but was not sentenced, and in the mean- 
time petitions were sent to Gov. Mount 
asking for leniency. The Governor re- 
fused pardon, and Crawford, who is 80 
years of age and feeble, has been taken 
to prison. 


W. P. Cowan, the young Omaha at- 
torney, has been acquitted of the charge 
ef subornation of perjury. Cowan was 
charged with inducing Robert Johnson, 
a witness in the trial of Lawrence and 
Tracy, two Omaha men convicted of 
chicken stealing last February, to give 
false testimony. This was Cowan’s sec- 
ond trial, the jury on the former occasion 
having failed to reach an agreement. 
Young Johnson, the main witness against 
Cowan and a self-confessed perjurer, has 
an indictment for perjury hanging over 
his head, but as he is not believed to be 
wholly mentally responsible, it is doubt- 
ful if he will ever be placed on trial. 





Josiah H. Bissell, author of Bissell’s 
Law Reports, and a well known Chicago 
attorney, has been adjudged insane by 
Judge Jones and a jury at the insane 
court and sent to the Elgin Asylum for 
treatment. 

Mr. Bissell is suffering from a chronic 
mania from which he may secure tem- 
porary relief in a short time. 

The unfortunate man was accompa- 
nied to the court by Attorney G. W. 
Stanford. According to Mr. Stanford Mr, 
Bissell has been subject to periodical at- 
tacks of the mania for ten years, and 
has sought relief in several public asy- 
lums and private sanitariums. A year 
ago he was affected and was an inmate 
of the Northampton, Mass., institution 
for several months. 


He spent the Summer East and re- 
turned to Chicago in November to re- 
sume his law practice. His condition is 
attributed to overwork. For several 
years past he has been affected in the 
Winter, but recovered after several 
months’ confinement in an asylum. 

Mr. Bissell is 54 years old and a vet- 
eran of the civil war. While his father, 
Col. Bissell, was placing his name in the 
roll of heroes by his work around “Island 
No. 10," the son was with Grant as an 
engineer attached to his staff. He was 
then only 20 years old. After the war 
he graduated from Yale and has been an 
able lawyer and linguist. 


An indictment has been returned by 
the Grand Jury of Daviess County, Ky., 
against Commonwealth’s Attorney J. Ed- 
win Rowe. The following is a portion 
of the charges: 

“At the December term, 1899, of the 
Daviess Circuit Court, there was pending 
in said court the case of the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky against Charles 
Bivens, wherein said Bivens was charged 
with the crime of murder, by killing one 
Sam Redmond, and at said term of said 
Daviess Circuit Court, said prosecution 
was called for trial, and the jury was 
duly and regularly impaneled by the 
court and sworn to try said case, and 
the said J. Edwin Rowe, commonwealth’s 
attorney, as aforesaid, was present as it 
was his duty to be, and appeared in said 
trial, representing the Commonwealth of 
Kentucky, as commonwealth’s attorney. 
as aforesaid, and during the trial of said 
Bivens, and whilst in the discharge of 
his duties in said prosecution as com- 
monwealth’s attorney, as aforesaid, the 
said Rowe was in a state of intoxication, 
produced by the use of spirituous, vinous 
and malt liquors, and during the prog- 
ress of said trial and before same was 
concluded, said Rowe became and was 
unable, incompetent and disqualified by 
the use of spirituous, vinous and malt 
liquors to discharge the duties of his 
said office of commonwealth’s attorney, 
as aforesaid, and by reason of the use 
of said spirituous, vinous and malt 
liquors, said Rowe, as commonwealth’s 
attorney, was unable, incompetent and 
disqualified to discharge his duties as 
commonwealth’s attorney during the en- 
tire case, and by reason thereof, failed 
to discharge his said duties in said case, 
and same was completed without his as- 
sistance. 

“At said term of the Daviess Circuit 
Court, to-wit: December term, 1899, the 
grand jury was regularly and duly im- 
paneled and sworn to inquire into and 
present all violations of the criminal and 
penal laws that may have been commit- 
ted in the said county of Daviess, and it 
was the duty of said Rowe, as common- 
wealth’s attorney, as aforesaid, to advise 
and counsel the grand jury when called 
upon to do so, and prepare in legal form 
such indictments as they might find and. 
desired returned, and the said Rowe be- 
came and was by the use of spirituous, 
vinous and malt liquors unable, incom- 
petent and disqualified to discharge the 
duties of his said office in this respect 
for a period of more than ten days, and 
by reason of his being intoxicated by the 
use of spirituous, vinous and malt 
liquors, and of his disability aforesaid, 
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E HAVE JUST PURCHASED a 
W law library which contains the 
lowing set of reports and we way, 
to turn same into money at once, and if yx 
wish any of them write for prices, as 
w ll make it an object for you to purchas 
now if low Pe were will do it. 


Williamson n Law Bock Qo, 
Rochester, fh. Y. 


American State Keports, 68 Vols. and 2 Digests. 
Atlantic Reporter 
American and English Corporation Cases, 43 Vols. 
American and English R. R Cases, 61 Vols. 
American and English Encylopedia of Law, 31 Vols. 
American Criminal Reporte, 10 Vols. 
California Reporte, 98 Vols. 
Colorado Reports, 4 Vols. 
Dakota Reports, 6 Vols., 8. Dakota Reports, 3 Vols 
Iowa Reports, 9% Vols. Greene & Morris, % Vols. 
Lawyers’ Reports Annotated, 44 Vols. and 2 Digests. 
Massachusetts Reports, 170 Vols. in 85 books. 
Mich. Rep., 115 Vols. Harrington, Walker & Doug)as, 119Vo 
Minnesota Reports, 72 Vols. 
Missouri Reports, 43 Vols. 
Morrison's Mining Reporta, 15 Vols. 
Myer’s Federal Decisions, 30 Vols. 
N. J. Law Report+, 61 Vols. 
Equity Reports, 46 Vols. 
N.Y. Common Law Reports, 80 Vols. in 89 books. 
Abbott's New Cares, 32 Vols. 
N.Y. Chancery Reports 32 Vols. in 7 books. 
N.Y. Civil Procedure Reports, 29 Vols. 
N.Y. Court of Appeals Reports, 159 Vols. 
N.Y. Supplement, 59 Vols. 
N. E. Reporter. 
N. W. Reporter, Ti Vols. 
Pacific Reporter, 57 Vols. 
U. 8. 8. C. Reports, 43 Books and 4 Digests. 
Utah Reports, 7 Vols. 
Vermont Reports, 66 Vols. In 17 books. 
Wisconsin Reports, 78 Vols. 
Wait’s Supreme Court Practice, 6 Vols. 
Wait’s Actions and Defenses, 3 Vols. 
Federal Reporter, % Vols. 
8S. W. Reporter, 49 Vols. 
8. E. Reporter, 27 Vols. 
Southern Re porter, Ww Vols. 
ng isn Common Law Meperte, L Vols. and 3 Digests. 
English Caancery Reports, 69 Vols. 
English Exchequer ag 47 Vols. 
oglish House of Lorvs, 23 Vols. 
Moak’s English Reports, 38 Vols. and 2 Digests. 
Albany Law Journa!, 6 i 
Central Law Journal, 8 Vo 
American Law Review, 27 Vois. 
Green 8 Vols. 
Criminal Law Magazine, 17 Vols. 
Lawson’s i and Remedies. 
English Re Reports, !7 Vols. 




















Above sets are all in good second-hand order. 


Williamson Law Book Co., 
ROCHESTER N. Y. 








he utterly failed, at any time, to advise, 
counsel or assist the grand jury afore- 
said, as was his duty to do as common- 
wealth’s attorney, as aforesaid, contrary 
to the form of the statute in such cases 
made and provided and against the peace 
and dignity of the commonwealth of 
Kentucky. “MARTIN YHWELL, 
“Commonwealth’s Attorney, Pro Tem.” 


RECENT DEATHS. 


ALABAMA 
Judge W. B. McClure, Florence. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Peter 8S. Wilkes, Stockton. 
Judge R. H. Reeve, San 
Douglas B. Woodworth, Oakland. 
Montague Rogers, Jose. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Henry A. Blakeman, New Haven. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Isaac La Rue Johnson, Washington. 
Gen. Edwin 8. Osborn, Washington, 
GBORGIA. 
Judge James 8. Pope, Zebulon. 
Judge Clifford Anderson, Macon. 
ILLINOIS. 
Francis Bonynge, Chicago. 
Richard Waterman, Chicago. 
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_ O. Parish, Cuisege. 
W. E. Thomas, Chicago. 
wr Cc. Fish, Chicago. 
John C. Long, Chicaxo. 
INDIANA. 
Samuel Ww. Curtis, Brazil. 
Nathan O. Ross, Jr., Logansport. 
Fdaward P. Hammond, Jr., Lafayette. 
Col. Lamdin P. Milligan, Huntington. 
John Ballard, Indianapolis, 
IOWA. 
Ralph M. Kirk, Cedar Rapids. 
MARYLAND. 
Judge Alfred D. Merrick, Hagerstown. 
MASSACHUSETTS, 
John Benton Goodwin, Boston, 
Judge Horace EB. Bartlett, Haverhill, 
John Kirby Hudson. 
MINNESOTA. 
Chas. E. Pike, St. Paul, 
MISSOURI. 
Jos. Merryman, St Louls. 
Gen, James M. Lewis, St. Louls. 
NEBRASKA. 
W. L. Matthews, Hyannis. 
Judge E. Martin, Wayne. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Geo. W. Murray, Canaan. 
NEW MEXICO. 
Thos. F. Conway, Silver City. 
NEW YORK. 
Cyrus Barlow, Horseheads. 
Hon, C. H, Graham, Schenevus 
Zedediah Allen Dyer, Past Burn. 
John Callaghan, Jr., Morristown. 
Hannibal Smith, Watertown. 
Bernard J. Colgan, Buffalo. 
Judge Samuel Edick, Richfield Springs. 
Cornelius A. Parker, Gouverneur. 
Wm. W. Green, Oswego. 
. C. Bridges, Oswego. 
OHIO. 
Abraham L. Jones, Canton. 
Selden 8. Cook, Chillicothe. 
Geo. N. Webster, Geneva. 
Geo. W. Everett, Millersburg. 
Samuel Bradley Noyes, Canton. 
John B. Boutte, Avondale, 
Juége Wm. P. Howland, 
Ex-Judge John B. Stailo, 
Frederick Raine, Sandusky. 
OKLAHOMA. 
Major John F. Stone, Guthrie. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Francis D. Pastories, Philadelphia. 
Ex-Judge G. W. Gump, Napier. 
Wm, H. Cool, Wilkes Barre. 
Geo. V. Metzen, Lork. 
Robert J. Sharpe, Philadelphia. 
Walsingham G. Ward, Scranton. 
Louis H. James, Doylestown. 
Christopher Fine, Philadelphis 
A. Myron Eastman, Tunkhanno¢es. 
Linn L. Bowman, Pottsville. 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Huron, 
TEXAS. 
Halsell, Fort Worth. 
Smith, Overton. 
Harrell, Dallas. 
VERMONT. 
Eliezer R. Hard, Burlington, 
Dorman R. Eaton, Brattleboro. 
Seneca Root, Castleton. 
VIRGINIA. 
Levin Watters, Norfolk. 
WISCONSIN. 
A. C. Eastland, Muscoda 
Gen. Michael Griffin, Eau Claire, 
Judge William S. Evans, Hudson. 
CANADA. 
Warren Totten, Woodstock, Ont. 
Edward-Furlong, Hamilton, Ont. 
D. H. Girouard, Montreal, Quebec. 


Jefferson. 
Cincinnati. 


J. F. Croes, 


Judge John BP. 
Judge A. J 
Edwin 0. 


Notices of Partner Wanted, Clerkships, For Sale, Btc.. 
will be inserted under this head, six lines or under 
ae for one month, $1.50 for two months, or $2.00 
for months; larger space in . AD 
Rotices guaranteed genuine. Unlesd 


otherwise stated, 
Miswers to be addressed care AMERICAN LAWYER’S 
AGENCY, Box 411, New York City. 





A* ATTORNEY, A.B., LL.B., 5 years in active 
practive. now and for 3 years past all time em- 
peyrd as professor of law, wishes to re enter practice. 
ll pa: chase established practice, form partnership 
with firm needing servi-es, or accept position in law 
school in eity when part of time may be devoted to 
practice. References Address: “C. W. E.,” care 
American Lawy ers’ Agency. 


WANTED—A oung attorney, age 30 with six 
years ex would like te form partnershi: 
or get in with atiorney who has plenty of work 
there is a h of advancement, can give 
references. Address Box 484, St Johneville, N.Y. 








WANTED —A young attorney with three years ex- 
perience and a graduate from the Law De 
ment of the University of Michigan, would like to form 
a nership or get in with some good attorney who has 
plenty of work, if there is @ good «hance for advance- 
ment. Address ‘ H. M. H.”, care American Lawyers’ 
Agency. ‘ 


ANTED.— Young lawyer, A.B., LL. B., 4 year’s 

in gemeral practice 2 year’s as brief writer, 

wishes to form +rebip with firm needing services 

of officer or trial lawyer, or both. Prepared to handle 

equity practice. Open for proposition first of 7 

References. Address “C. E. W.” care American Law- 
yers’' Ageney. 


WANTED.—A law er. 
eighteen years; ve good library and 
practice; am t 60 and want active, indus 
young man, who is willing to work, and can tak 
charge of trial practice ; will sell an undivided half in- 
terest in library, office furniture &e., and give equal 
share in business. Town is county seat, 1,200 
tion, on C. M. & St. P.R. R. in South Dakota Ad 
“M. O. R.”, care American Lawyers’ Agency, P. O. 
Box 411, New York City. 








Have lived im place 








Care and sale of local properties and securi- 
ties for non-residents a specialty. 
Lester & McCaRTNEY, Financial Agnts, 
Denver, Colorado. 


RELIEF AT LAST! 
M New Tured-up Point Pen, 


EOTERBAUOK'D 


FLYER, No. 531. 











Writes Especially Smooth and Rasy. 


CAN’T SCRATCH. 
A MIRACLE OF DELIGHT. 


This is as different in its act- 
ion from pens used forty year: 
ago as light is from darkness— 
when once used it will be al- 
ways used. 

No one can afford to be with 
out this luxury. 


Price, $1.00 per Gross, 
Including Postage. 

If your stationer cannot furn. 
ish them, write direct to 


THE ESTERBROOK STEEL PEN CO. 





A® ATTORNEY in the interior of Pennsylvania, 
20 ove of the leading members of the Bar, with over 
ears experience in active practice, in the prepara- 
tion and trial of nearly every variety of comsene and 
controlling valuable clientage, wishes to locate in the 
tity, and would be pl to o communication 
With some cit) lawyer or firm, having a large practice, 
& view to form a connection. All corres ence 
to mre nnttered conGdratial, Address “ 
Rk,” care of American ers’ Agency, P. O. 

Box 411, New Youk City. ie. “) 








26 John Street, New York. 
EVERY 


te COLLECTIONS Sax 
veat THE CREDITORS’ AGENCY ‘Eke 


CHICAGO, ITLL. 
Depositio Settl 
nada. J o We 
pt. WC 


mp General yey courts, 
H client banks in Un’ States 
Coouran, Counsel. T. C. ESTEE, 
8t., Chicago. 





OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. 


In many States of the Union laws have been enacted 


the 
certain duties to 
as which 


Alabama—Gunter&G unter, MosesBldg, Montgomery 
Arizona— 


Arkansas—P. C. FISHER, 600 Garrison ave., Fort 
Smith. 


California— MAGUIRE & GALLAGYER, (James G. Ma- 
guire, ex-Congres-man; James L. Gallagher, ex-City 
and County Attorney), 407-8-9 Parrott Building, 
San Francisco. 


Florida— William Fisher, 204% South Palafox st., 
Pensacola. 


Idaho— 
Dilinois— 


Indiana— Morris, Newberger & Curtis, Commercial 
Building, Indianapolis. 

Iowa— 

Kansas— 
ipete-aate & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louis- 


Louisiana— 
Maine - 
land—HODSON & HODSON, 6 Lexin street, 

East Balumore = 

Massachusetts— 

Michigan— 

Minnesota— Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lum. 
ber Exchange, Minneapolis. 

Mississippi— 

Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bldg, 
Kansas City. ; 


Montana— 

Nebraska— 

New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 
New Mexico— 


New Yeork—THE COUNSELORS BUREAU, 52 William 
street, New York. c 


New York— LEONARD VAN BENTHUYSEN, 307 
Mooney-Brisbane Bldg, Buffalo. 


North Carolina— 

North Dakota—Tracy R. Bangs, Grand Forks. 

Ohio— William T. McClure. King Bldg, Columbus 

Oregon— PIPES & TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber of Com- 
merce, Portland. ope : 


Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scranton. 
Rhode Island— 

South Carolina— 

South Dakota— 

Tennessee— 

Texas— 

Utah— 

Vermont— Dillingham, Huse & Howland, Montpeliex 
Washi: gton— 

West Virginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 
Wisconsin— Chas. H. Hamilton, “ity Hall, Milwaukee, 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


{tN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


The Attorneys named in this list have been 
mended ers, or other 


a ot atiieee a in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys en faverable terms. 





ALABAMA. 
Athens~ (Limestone)................... W. R. Walker 
Attalla (ttowah AE IRS HOE S. W. Johnston 
Refers to Beak of Attalla. 
Bessemer (Jefferson) ....................-- J. A. Estes 


eee 5 (Jefferson) E. C. WINSTON, Jr 
%5 Jefferson County Savings Bank Bldg. 


Carbon Hill oe ea nine eeepc al Send to Jasper 








Columbia (Henry).........-..-.-..-- Frank H. Walker 
Refers to >the Manufacturers’ Bank. 
a wh to Jasper 
Deesvar (i Ew. Godbey 
organ) .... : 
Payette {fa ette)... . dees 3. See 
(Lauderdale) ihiotneninenae John T. 
aie dnd nemansckentn 4 W. Johnston 
Refers to a City Bank, Gadsden 
Greensboro* (Hale)......................--- Thos. Seay 
Horse Creek aa ae to Jasper 
funtsville* (Madison) .............. ce Cooper 
Refers toFirstNat. Bk andW. Ritionace, b’kers. 
0 a R. L. Windham 


Refers to Alabama National Bank, Birmingham, 
and the Crawford Banking Co., Jasper. 


(Mobile) 

RICHARD WM. STOUTZ (Successor to Clark &Clark) 
offices 17 N. Royal st. Collections a specialty 
General law practice. Depositions taken Ee. 
a ational Bank and Wm. H. Lein- 


& Son, bankers 
VAUGHAN & GAILLARD, 65 St. Francis 
eo na pertinent att United State 
Prompt and persis attention col- 
arg and = “- noe. Seenographer 


tonal and People . Danke ‘Movie. Elovehove 

anit Mercantil Aajasten Herth American 
e , 

Attorneys’ The American 


(Montgomery) ........... W. M. BLAKEY 
ag at law and ag og public, 40}, Commerce 
attention to commercial collections. 

Refers to Bank of Montgomery, Chandler & Dou- 
erste Br estate and insurance. Attorney for Riv- 
e —_ Co. Will represent foreign creditors 





ARIZONA. 
Mesa City (Maricopa). 





a 
Refers to Hon. F. M. Doan, Judge Second Judicial 
ct, Florence. 


ARKANSAS. 








Fort Smith* Gdesten 

THOMAS BOLES. titles, estates and collec- 
tions, y cases, specialties. Refers 

to American National Bank. 

P. Pa FISHER, 600 Garrison ave. Commercial, cor- 
poration ‘and real estate law. Special atten- 
tion to proceedings in bankruptcy and mer- 
cantile collections. 


Hamburg* (Ashle: 


eo. B. h 
Refers to A Pug 


See eee twee eee ee eteens 


County Bank of Seen 
ae -Send to Searcy, Ark. 





) 
Refers to Hem Coun iiani at H Ark. 
Van Buren‘ Canmea enadee nd ~ésataiind EBpaies 
Walnut Ridge* (Lawrence) wt 


CALIFORNIA. 


ae ye) ioe Aa 
J. & 0. J. BAMBERGER, 515-517 Homer Laughlin 
— Collections, commercial and cor tion 
law. Attorneys for the Citizens’ Ba 
ef : es Rooms a Ballard 
Commercial bate law practice, 
aidion sixteen salen ——- 

WORKS & LEE, 420 to 425 Henne a 2 Attorneys 
for National Bank of California, San 
Land & Town Co., San Diego Water Co., Con- 
solidated Water Co., &c. 

Modesto- = abt éeetete 


seneeessceess-dames Mills 
RS ma 5 Devlin 
San Diego" (San “scan A TRIPPET 

Attorney for the Piret National Bank of San Diego. 


FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 
E. J. &0. J. BAMBERGER, Call Bldg. Collections, 
Pee ead 7 ——— tion law. Attorneys 


of Comm 
sees & GALLAGHER, Parrott — 
ose* (San 


cGinnis 
Bouldin 


ee eree rrr rer rs 
fe eee eee seeneseeeee 


Peeee rrr te eer rrr ss 


* (El Paso)........... 
oun Creek (El Paso) 
Sidebotham. Refers to Bimetallic Bank 
and First National Bank. 
& Thomas. Refer to Bimetallic Bank of 
this 80 


Delta* (Delta — Fairlamb 
Refers to ae & Merchants’ Ban 
Denver* (Arapahoe) 
——- a, & SHELDON, 600 & 628 Ernest & 
Cranmer B' aes. References on application. 
LINDSEY & PAR 712-13-14 People’s Bank Bldg. 
Le may ood The Western Bark, Deuver, and 
mercial Bank, Buffalo, N.Y. 
CHARLES A oA uacMMILLAN, 815 to 817 Ernest & Cran- 
mer ™, Refers to National Bank. 
(See ront page.) 
Duran OO ee eer Reese ities 
Refers to the First National Bank. 
Eldora (Boulder) ...............- 
Grand Junction* (Mesa) 


Refers to ay bank in Grand o 
Greeley* (Weld) ............-0sccesecenee . U. 
Gunnison* (Gunnison)..............-..--.- D. T. Sap 
Lake a (Hinsdale)................. D. Bardw 


G. 
Refers to the Miners & sechante Bank. 
Lak William 


aotary public. 


DISTRICT OF 


(Walter V 


Leng distance 


Cases A. (BRANDEN 
D 8t., N. W 


Refers 
aon oy 
Patent 


departmen 


Palmetto (Manatee Curry 
Refer to the Mica, Postmaster, any merchast 


or ci 


* (Eecambia) 
BLOUNT & BLOUNT. 


St. Augustine* (St. Jehn)... 
Tampa (labor) 








BALDWIN ‘SPRINGER, 838 Market st, Refers 
Union National Bank of Wilmington. 
Depositions taken. 


WASHINGTO pat Washington) 
JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 4% ot. Mercantile 
tions aspecialty. Refers 
BERRY & gee, Fendall Bldg, 344 D st.. N. ¥. 
nt alan Ebay Sein tae 
Practice bef Sapte a and 
ephone. 


ee a | & BLACKBURN, 472 Louisiana ave. 
Blackburn, J. W. rirey. 3} 
stice in the mp ay Court of the 


Deposi done taba. F.W. Brandeabers Tomy 

rm General law prac Ra Bldg, 319 44 & 
visas Tui 

avegmt rn PEOK, * eas” W. Expert» 


C. ALBERT WHITE, aaa. N. W. General lay 
and practice. Collection 
ment. Refer to Lincoln National Bank. 


FLORIDA. 





Refer te First Nat'l Bank. 
WILLIAM FISHER, 204% 
to Citizens’ National 








| 
























Also 








COLUMBIA. 





collee- 
te Central Nat'l BL 






8. a Re 









BURG, Fendall Bldg, 4 







Prompt attention to al 
to Central National Bank. 


Refers 


























South Palafox st. Refers 
Bank. 


sennceeesW. W. aa 
-R. W. W 


a 3-4 
J, James T. Sanders 


fi. oeUEdatepect 


epee eerre EFEEEIEEE 
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CONNECTICUT. 
Ps Decescccccccccsocsces L. K, Gon 
Danbury 4 (Fairfeld) an oe Brew ae 
Seccncccncccoccace . Browste 

East Picsteatts E. Emory John ee eer 
Greenwich (Fairfield)............+-00+ F torah Athens” 
Main Commercial law and colicctens ME git 
Meriden (New Haven)...... .... Cornelius J. Danahe McEl 
Refers to Home Nat'l Bank and First Nat'l Bank I 
* (Middlesex).......... Alfred B. h e 
Moodus (Middlesex)............ Send to East q 
cee Oee -_ saeseccéuael John 7 Sweeney Augusta 
ew Britain (Hartford)........... George W. Andrey Bainbrid 
New Haven* (New Haven) Brusswi 
Lynch & Thomas, First National Bank Bldg. Rafe Refe 
First National Bank and City Bank. Buchana 

Wiliam A. Wright, First National Bank Bid Buena V 
Fane to First Notional Bonk or any Ep Carrolltc 

aven Cartersv 

New London* (New London)........ Arthur B. Calking Cedarto’ 
Newtown (Fairfield) ad + Northry Refe 
Norwalk (Fairfield)...... G Colum be 
Norwich* (New London) oe Re «4 Cordele 
Rockville (Tolland)........ . A. Hig Dalton* 
Stamford ( Deccescce osee-e+----Curtis & Curtis Dawson’ 
Stonington (New . A. Hal Bestmar 
(Litchfield)........ ...... Walter Holcom) Eatonto: 

Water (New Haven)............ ‘Wilson H. Piers Refe 
Willimantic* a naoccquesss Andrew J. Bows Elbertor 
( Dcccccccccces J. W. Johnem Fort Ga 

Gainesv 

Griffin" 

Harmon 

Hartwel 


AEE 


SPezFiee © F 


8 
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GEORGIA. 


h) o A. Comer 
Refers toJ .S Bettse&Co and W.A. naee Wa 
‘Clarke) ° i Later 
Bee WS) all all jeading business bonses. 
wcELnEATW 3 ‘. Mott BEATS Walter McElreath, 
Emmett McElreath), 717 Temple Court. Gen- 
eral law Le ae References : 
Third National Bank of Atlanta. 





Gelartown* (Polk) 
Refers to Cosnenetel 2 Bank of Cedartown. 
oe, pgp sme «++ see-.ke086 Crawford 


Eatonton (Pu 
Refers to ‘the 1 Middle » Gesrgie Bank. 
Elberton* ay eee cosneuesceaveibaal am 
Fort Gaines* (Clay). . ccccccccccecods Be 
* (Hall)..-... javtiettt 
Griffin” ( ®) 
Tove (Jackson) 


eCurry 
RNs snsons dn canceitel 8. L. Drawdy 
Refers to First National Bank at | Wapesens,* Ga. 
Jessup" (Wayne)......... ---+-D. M. Clark 
La Grange’ ( lreup) .. 


Moultrie* (Colquitt) . . 

Montesuma (Macen). . oc cecccoccesse Oe Eee 
Newnan* (Coweta) 

* (Houston) .. 
e* (Tattnall) . - W. T. Burk 
Rome* (Floyd) c. E. CARPENTER 
Savannah* (Chatham) 
Geo. 


W. Beckett. Southern Express Co. Bldg. Re- 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of Savannah, Merchants’ 
National Bank or any other bank in Savannah. 

Jas. R. Cain, Board of Trade Bldg. Refers to the 
Chatham Bank, Savannah. 


Refers to Love & Buck. 
pal Cavatan 
‘aycross* (Ware) 
J. Walter Bennett. 
Toomer & Reynolds. 
boro” (Burke). 


Refer to Bank of Waycross. 
¥ -Seaborn H. J 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of ‘Waynesboro. 


IDAHO. 


Boise City* (Ada) Idaho Commercial & Collection Co. 
(Ltd). Samuel L. Newton, Mgr. 
Caldwell* (Canyon) .. ---.---.H. A, Griffiths 
Refers to Commercial Bank of Caldwell. 

eter) 


“Tackett & Gillespie 
..seseeeeesO. W. Batrum 


Cook) 
—_— CRATTY, Floor 13, Security Building, 188 
Madison st., 


Chic 
_ 3 Fisher, teas ; Vm. 
mons & Co., gloves. itions 
before — Samstag Sater Sakti Toaioe 


(See ca 
FREDERICK 4 WESLEY H. MAINS, 417 Ashland 
ldg, Clark & Randolph ats. Refer to boy 

& Cae he Soci mw Po Chicago City 


Bank, alstead 
THE GteorToRs naenct Ove. w. Potnee, 


we Clark st. ian 7 end onan 
and securities. 


(See card.) 





Oanville* (V 


Decatur~ (Macon) 

DeKalb* (DeKalb)......022....s000+-+0+-+- OJ A. Boies 

Dixon* (Lee) 

Downer's Grove ( 

Durand {Wisestaens 

Dwight Cavers ere Sy & Sain 
er to First National Bank of Chicago or any 

business man in Dwight, Il. 
East St. Louis (St. Clair) 


Refers to Home =aae Bank 
Elm wood (P: 
El Paso (Woodford) . 
Fairfield (Wayne) 


: ras T. Martin 
Refers to 


endieton, Johns & Co , Banke rs. 
enson 


. N. Cronkrite 
e an benign of Freeport 

Fulton (Whiteside) .. . F. L. Holleran 
Galena* (Jo ee 


Gales WM. D. GODFREY 
Galesburg Netioual Bank Bidg. Attorney for 
Galesburg National Bank, Oneida State 4 
Cacia, Ill., Bank of London Mills, London Mills, 


Greenup (Cumberland) Send to Mattoon 


Harrisburg* (Saline). ...Choisser, Whitley « Choisser 
Refers to City National Bank of Harrisburg. 


(Marshall) 
Highland* (Madison) 
Hillsboro’ (Montgome 

Refera to Hillsboro } 


tational Bank. 
Piastee (Du Page) 


CHARLES H. LEECH 
Richard Yates 

Higgins & Walter 

Daniel H. Paddock 


Kewanee (Henry) Blish & Lawson 


Birkwood (Warren) 


) 

Refer to an past in Mattoon or om County. 
Moline* (Rock Island). ... bg ff 
Momence (Kankakee). . . P. Harney 

Refers to es ‘Banking Co. of ‘Shenae 
Monmouth* (Warren J. B. Brown 


Refers to the People’s and Second Batis ~~ 
Morris* (Grundy) 


eoga (Cumber! a —— 
aan GN vunccecactgschacanteagee C. Ritter 
fers to At National Bank and Sis Bank. 
Oregon* (Ogle Frank 
Cee iapane. peat nbedenesaccensacecc-Is Oe COUR 
609 La Salle to First National and 
National City Banks. 
Pana (Christian) E. A. ampaaye & Son 
Refer to the First National Bank 
Paris* (Ed, R. L. & G. .. ~~ 
Paxton* (ford) H. Wylie 
Pekin* (Tazewell) 
Rahn & Black. Refer to any bank in the city, 
also First National Bank, Petersburg. 
Peoria* (Peoria) 
er +! c. wae. Attorney for Anthony Loan 


deupiin saaieatia H G. Greenebaum 
Refers to any bank in Livingueen County. 


Gunner, (Adams) 
H. B. ppd pr eve Hampshire st. 


Commercial 
law and collections. 


Refers to State Sa’ 
Loan & Trust Co. and Ricker National Bank. 
so mnee Refers to Ricker National Bank. 


omas J. Roth 
er te 


Frost & McEvoy 
Alexander Stewart 
Refers to freok’ Island ational Ban 
Rushville* ‘Gohuyier)..... sienanecée 
McLean) 


A. Jarman 
Saybrook ( 


D. Matney 


5 ot SSHurT WAMILL. & oe General 


attorneys B. &0., 5. W . Co. and local at- 
= Illinois Central ne . Co. Practice in 
courts. Refer to any bank in city. 
GEORGE A. S*NDERS, Over First National Bank. 
Refers to any bank in the city. 
Streator (LaSalle).... eesee 
Sullivan* (Moultrie)........... 
Sumner (Lawrence)........ 
..@. W. Dunten 


es ( 
ylorvill James M. Taylor 


Refers to H. M. Vandeveer & Co., bankers. 
W.S. Everhart 


Toledo* (Cumberland) 

Toulon (Stark) . 
Refers to Bank of Burge, Dewey & Gould. 

Vandalia* (Fayette) . B. W. 

Waterloo* (Monroe)... 

Watseka* (Iroquois)... 


.. Walter Reeves 
.. Peadro & Sentel 
8. C. Lewis 


tian).. 


esees.- Morgan & Orebangh 


Ji 
Yorkville* —........... 


INDIANA. 
Anderson* (Madison) ...... J.B. Thornburgh 
Angoia* ee 
Asburns (De Kaibj.ccc---cccs--.27,_ Mose ke Bose 
Batesville (Ripley) 2... eeoes aunasa Cornet & Gelvin 
Bedford* (Lawrence) 

Refers to Citizens’ Bank of Bedford. 
Bloomington* (Monroe) Louden & Louden 
Refer to First Nationa! Bank of ane 

ee Cie a n- ann eciea -See 

— bee airaenas”* -. A. 
bridge a oe J 

Columbia ( ) 

Columbus* (Bartholomew) 
Refers to the First ational’ Bank. 

Crawfordsville* (Mon' ontgomery).. Robert W. Caldwell 
Refers to First Nat'l and Citizens’ National Banks. 

Crown mye ee - Willis C. McMahan 


( ae... one ee L. WEDDING 
Refers ts the Old National 


re amee A Laas scale 
‘a. 7 

Ft. W. & to 
os 5 Chicage Ry. 


Frankfort* (Clinton) 
Frankton (Madison, 


Greenfield* (Hancock)...............--- 


C. Jenkins 
CHA Les F. GRIFFIN 


a (Manon) 
A Ry oy: Ingalls Bldg. Twelve years ex- 
in collections, 


commer- 
ra ge trust oul oe matters. 
List of commercial clients and references on 


JOHN W. KERN KERN, Suite . 835 New zones. 


Refers 

MORRIS & NEWBERGER, Commereta Clob Bidg. 
Practice in Federal, State and 

Courts. Commercial and corporation law. Col 

per any department. Stenographers, Notaries 
ont ne Seen atene es ee Refer to 
TB Clute On. and Tianores Hat Bane ae 

[eee = eee. | 

Kendall ville Gobi) écume unaihe 

Kokomo‘ 


Oakland City (Gibson) Chas. 
Refers to People’s State Bank of Oakland City. 


gaa econcesccess Ira W. Yeoman 
Jasper) ...... does cnecenedes M. F. Chilcote 
asper) 


Shelbyville ( ) eneee e 

South Bend* (St. Joseph)......... .D. 

Sullivan‘ (Sullivan)............ANTOINETTE D. LEACH 
Commercial law especially 
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INDIAN besmacaay yee ee 


Ardmore (Pickins)................-...- ——— 
Caddo (Choctaw Nation). ...CHARLES t WWcPHER 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants Bank of Caddo. 
Chickasha* (Pickins).......... Charles L. t echheimer 
Refers to Bank of Minco, Minco, Ind. Ter., and 
Bank of Chickasha. 
Grove (Cherokee Nation) ..Send toJ.C. Starr at Vinita 
Muldrow (North Dist.)................ Thos. J. Watts 
Refers to T. W. Born and Winchester Martin, 
attorneys, Fort Smith, Ark. 


M (Creek Nation) 
HARRISON 0. SHEPARD. Collect anywhere in the 
Territory. 
Nowata (Cherokee Nation)............. - A. Tillotson 
Refers to J. E. Campbell, ——— 
Purcell (Pontotec)...... .......- W. CHERRYHOMES 


Refers to the Chickasaw National Bank. 

South McA lester (Choctaw Nation) 

John W. Black Practice in all the courts. Re- 
fers to First National Bank. 

Tahlequah* (Cherokee Nation)............ % T. Parks 
Refers to Bank of Tahlequah and 8. H. Mayes, 
Principal Chief Cherokee Nation. 

Vinita (Cherokee Nation) 

BLUE & WiiSOn. Commercial law and mercantile 
collections. Correspondents answered and re- 
mittances made promptly. Refer to First Na- 
tional Bank, Vinita. 

J.C. Starr. Refers to T. S. Remsen, merchant at 
Grove, Ind. Ter. 


Wagoner (Creek Nation)............. Craig & Kellogg 
IOWA. 

ID, ... soccuaqessconcs cabebt Daniel Eiler 

ebActiencsédnbandpceesenshes F. E. Gates 
Aiton* (Union).........-..------+-.--- H. P. Armitage 
Albia* (Monroe) ...........-..-.-. Townsend & Mason 
Algona* (Kossuth).............-..-...- E. V_Swetting 
Anamosa“ (Jones) ...... .......---.-+---- C. M. Brown 
Anita (Cass) ................---. .. Haynes & Peterson 


jieipaeens .-Send to Estherville 
(Cass) Kieweninds ...-H. M. Boorman 
socmint W. O. Striker 
Send to Emmetsburg 





wee en ceeeeeeeeeees 


Pre eeer tt eee errr rrr i) 





ee COOPER, Security Savings Bank Bldg. 
Refers Cedar Rapids Nati ational Bank and 


Beourity & Sa 

aaa oss) = HOLBROOK, Cedar Rapids Savings 
Bank Bldg. Refer to Cedar Rapids National 
Bank and Security Savings Bank. 

JOHN N. HUGHES. Commercial and corporation 
law. Prompt attention to collections and de- 
itions. Practice in all courts. Notary Pub 

Refers to Cedar Rapids National Bank, 

American Trust & Savings Bank, L. Wallace 

& Son. and Central Newspaper Union of Cedar 








Rapids. 
a Suncvecccoscccoscecese P. W. Barr 
Refers to the Citizens’ National Bank. 
Charter Oak _—— bahieawtesdbinks L. E. Goodwin 
Cherokee* (Cherokee)................. M. WAKEFIELD 


Refers to First National Bank. A general law 
practice. Collections and real estate litigation, 


specialities. Notary public. 
Clarion* (Wright)...................... =Pes & uate 
Clinton* (Clinton)........-.--....-..--. F. L. Holl 
Refers to Citizens’ peri pant in aie. 
Cooper (Greene). ....... ---. -------- Jefferson 





Creston* (Union).......... ..Jobn M. Hays 


Dayton ( Webster) - -J. H. 
Decorah* (Winneshiek)...........- ..-.-H. F. Barthe' 
Denison* (Crawford)............-.-.+--+++ J. P. Conner 
Des Moines* (Polk) 
CUMMINS, HEWITT & WRIGHT, Youngerman Block. 
Refer to lowa National and Valley Nat’) Banks 
DUDLEY & COFFIN. Refer to the Iowa Loan & 
Trust Co.and Marquardt Savings Bank. Gen- 
eral ae pa practice. Thoroughly equipped col- 
lection — 
Dubugue” (Dubuaqu 
LYON & LYON, ee, 5th & Main sts. Refer to First 
National Bank, Dubuque; American. Adams 
and U. 8. Expreds Co.’s and any Dubuque man- 
ufacturer or wholesaler; The H. B. Claflin Co., 


New York; Carson, Perre, Scott & Co. , Chi 
Duncombe (Webster).........-...- Fort 
Dunlap (Harrison)...... .....---...+----- T. E. Brady 
Eldora* (Hardin) .............-.--.--- L. Hay 

mune te (Ay Mate Bank end Dante ve Bank. 
Elkader* (Clayton) ...........--..----- 
CR BD. cncccsccsosuss 


Refers to Palo 7 County Bank 3 Farmers’ 
Savings Bank of Emmetsburg. 





Fort Madison* 


Refers to S 


Co., bankers. 





Spencer* ( 
Spirit Lake* ( 


Garner (Hancock) 


Harlan* —— 


Keokuk (Lee)........ 


Lockridge (Jefferson) . . 


Oelwein (Fayette).. 
Onawa* (Monona). - 


tions, d 
Refer to Merchants’ and 


ge National Bank. 


eee 





Estherville* (Emmet) ................. Geo. W. Adams 
Refers te Tees at’l Bank and Bank of Estherville 
Fairtield* (Jetferson) ...................-- E. R. Smith 
Fonda (Pocahontas) ................... Zz. C. 7 aaa 
Fort Dodge* (Webster) .... ..............-- F.J PARR 
Co: tion law and collections. Refers to Fort 


secon Watson & Weber 


Liedeetacenes Ramsay & Blackstone 


nhagied Send to > ane 


See e ee mene ee een ee eeeeee 


Hawarden ( Sioux) bi eshte 


tions an 












Ree eee eee eee e eee eeeeees 


ew ante Bank ane Cc. i "Galbye 








Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista) ............ 


Gowrie (Webster) ................- Send to Fort Dodge 
Graettinger (Palo Alto). . - Send to Emmetsburg 
Grinnell* (Poweshiek)................ Haines & L 
Grundy Center* (Grundy)............ Elisha A 
Guthrie Center* (Guthrie) .......... Wm. D. Milligan 
Hamburg* (Fremont)............ ammond & Stevens 
Hampton* (Franklin) penanassadenale A. Harriman 
RT T. R. Mockler 


elby County Bank of ayo 
—_ (O’Brien) 


Hutchinson & Plank 


Humboldt (Humboldt)........ Prouty, Coyle & Prouty 

Ida Grove* (Ida).... ...... ...... Homer 8. ag me 

Independence‘ (Buchanan).............. E. E. Hasner 

RaBiemain® (WeEmee) -cccccctees esccesses O. C. Brown 
Refers to the = County Bank. 

Iowa City* (Johnson) ................ Edward E. Ehret 
Refers to First N ational Bank. 

Towa Falls (Hardin).............. Funk & Hutchinson 

Jefierson* (Greene).....-.......--+++---- . A. Mugan 


Knoxville* —. ppaseccoococininetens 8. C. Johnson 
Lake City (Calhoun) ............ Hutchinson & Jacobs 
La Porte Cit; (Blackhawk) acccousdus eee P. L. Hayzlett 
Lehigh (We Prancctrcccevesucs Send to Fort 

Le Mars* (Plymouth).................... E. T. BEDELL 

Refers to First National Bank. 

TOROE (TRG). .2--ccccccccccccccececccees J.B. Dann 
Livermore ae - . ...-Send to Bode 


Logan* (Harrison) ... .... . L. R. Bolter & Sons 
Lobrville (Calhoun).... ...... ......Send to Jefferson 
SN IID, cccnaseuconcnactscned Send to Creston 
, cbncedhsécasennncscedin F T. Holleran 
Madrid (Boone). .....-... ...-..+.0--- Walter Canaday 
Mallard (Palo Alto)............ -Send to Emmetsb: 
SD GEEIIDs cnccecoccenee cedsecee D. E. Whitfiel 
Manchester’ (Delaware) ................ . B. 
Manning (Carroll)...................+- 
Maquoketa* (Jackson .... ............ 
| Sse SE ans: Thos. Stapleton 
Collections a specialty. Loans and eens made. 
Mariem® (Lamm)...... ccccrccccccesees Preston & Moflit 
Marshalltown* (Marshall)........ & Lawrence 
Mason (Cerro Gordo)...... .... F. A. Kirschman 
Missouri Valley (Harrison)........... Frank Tamisiea 
Mount Ayr* (Ringgold poaeaperentons E. C. McMastere 


ul * (Muscatine) ......... «+++. Thomas Brown 

Vashua (Chickasaw) ............<.«ss0e-- Ware 

Neola Ao ag awenccenns seuneanets Riley Clark 

Nevada* (Story)....._-------. Fitchpatrick & McCall 
Refers to Aret National Bank. 

Newell (Buena Vista)...... ............-- M. E. Mack 

Newton" (Jasper)..... -. W. O. McElroy 


Orange City* (Sioux) - ----.Urr & Te Paske 

Cane” ee neeseegcasooen nese G. F, Humbert 
to the Mitchell County Bank. 

Osceola* (Clarke). ........... --+-+-+--- 

Oskaioosa* (Mahas 


Packwood (Jefferson) . 
Paton (Greene)... ...-. 
Pleasant Plain (Jefferson) . 
Postville — —— A 
Preston (. DEED . cncocecccoscoced 
Primghar* “(0 Brien 
Rippey (Greene).... .........--+--.- 
Rock & Rest (Lyon) 
= 6. be td A general law practice in State and 
Collections and real estate —_ 
sation alties. No and st 
‘ers to Iowa and me atl oe 
Rock vallep (Sioux) sandiibecnhkentinonsil 
Refers to the State Bank and Sossiand Spank 
Rolfe (Pocahontas) .................-. .C.C. Delle 
Ruthven (Palo Alto)...... ..... . Send to Emmetad: 
gweccdocesecccesossoeses Ww.8.8 
A 
OE FE c ccvccsccsccsccussueces es & 
Shenandoah (Page).............-..-++-+- C. 8. Keenan 
Sibley* (Osceola) ............2-ceeeeesseees 0. J. Clark 
Sigourney* ( goons cococecesoseccecoces G. D. Woodin 
Sioux (Ww 


H. BROWN, Security Bldg. Refers to Security 
LOHR, GARDINER & LOHR, Masonic mite. Colleo- 


Becurty Nath Banke. 
. F. Jonnston 
Buck & 


Storm Lake* (Buena Vista)...........Mack & 

Tama (T: Coe: oreccccccccencccscceces W. 5. ys 

Fake Gene ooo Lente 
( Fenenesites eet ereseneeneee Endicott & Prag 

Vinten (Beaten oo ee 

Wallin (Emmet)............. Send te Esthervilig 

Waterloo: — Veewaseecsce Hanson & Liffring 


W 
Webster 


Practice in State = Federal roe Sg General 
Commercial and sepeten business. Refers » 


Weale tke ena - Bon ellows 

(Kossuth) ......... er & F 

West (Palio Alto).... -.J. P. Becker 

West Li ae. .-E. C. wee 

West Union* (Fayette) .................. J.J. Berkey 

Winterset* (Madison)...... -- A. W.C. Weis 
KANSAS. 


Abilene* SE ronstbostosnne ccones. W, 
Altamont 





E 
nl 
J 


tchison 
f “~~ Neneneneten eccecesonve + 4 





ahs ad A. WEAVER 








). cnr M. < W. A. Jacksos 


fro-i 
ridiriaeel 
errrevsez7ie K EEEE 


séecee ececcsecsoss Brows 
beednes esccccecesesee- A. J. Smid 
Gicard* (Crawford) .............-..s.s0+: E. W. Arnolé 
to the Bank of Girard. 
Goff (Nemaha)...............- éudecsiisé Send to Seneca 
© (GRETM—AR) «2.0 ccccccccccese John Hartaler 
Refers to Goodland 
Great Bend* (Barton) ....... accnesecees J. H. Jonnion 
Dicweossdes 





Kanane iy” (W ARH ART. Refer to Wyandotte State 
Bank and Merchants’ Bank 


ty 

RP Sy: EANS & SMITH 

Refer to Firet National Bank here or any other 

bank in Brown County. Notary in office. 

Sheridan)............ .......W. F. Schulthels 
County Bank of 






chee 


Kingman’ ( Deccccce ecccocnaceccelt> > GE 
( Dconsequanrecccouncsad d to Oswege 
Larned* (Pawnee) ........ cocccsseesoces Ph fF a Verne 
(DeURIAS) ....ccccvcccesccee 
Leavenworth* ( venworth) beasne Cc. Mf ‘mip 


A general a poneees in all courts; notary and 
Leavenworth. 


Lincoin* (Lincoln 


Refers to 


office. Refer to any bank 


D esieenoosnmasconcennedll Geo. D. Abd 
a B’k and Linoein State Bk 
peecse a cecccccccccsceceses-J0nes & Jone 


‘ 
ah (Riley) .........+++-++-++--Jobn = 


jae (Marion) 













Olathe’ ( 
ber = (Miami) 
Refers to the Farmers & Mechanics’ Bank. 
Osborne” (Osborne)............ enseactess Israel Moore 
dawego* (Labette).............-----+- et 
| so tay CHER) cccccccccccecccss cos A. 
Paola” (Miami)................++ . Sheldon & Sheldo 


(Crawford) _..--Falier, Randolph & Wate 


Dampecaneqantoonsté espesd 6. Rppenti 


Pratt* 

Russell* (Russell). ..........-..-.d. C. 
Salina* EN wemeeneeenea wate 
Santa (Haskell 





tt. ia watomie agen © & Macks 
Bt. Jen" Weal nescence. WB 





ottte <t | 


Fences 


_& BEgeeEeseese 


Senne SP ee 


PE 


s # w eeoocorery sre& Fr PF 


& SEEFEEBEE |i 


alll 
4 


saa 


Seis 


EGSFES TR SEESTRESTEERESS F 2é5 


8 


SEEGER & TSEES 
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geneca* (Nemaha) 
ee UEL K, WOODWORTH. Refers to First Na 


tional 

Stowell & Nold. Refer to First National ry 
Smith Centro” — 4 
Stockton’ ne 


' MAGE A. A HURON. Prompt attention to mercan- 
i collections. Refers to First National, 
Merchants’ National and Central Nat’) Banks 

Practice in all courte. 


H. Cox 
A 


KENTUCKY. 


Ashland (Boyd).........-----.-+++0-- D. W. Steele, Jr. 
onze «sseeeW. W. Mansfield 


* (Warren).... 
ae pbalsville” (Taylor eee 
Qtinton* (Hickman). . end 
* (Kenton) 
Se 
falmouth* (Pendle pe 
* (Franklin).. 


] 





fate (Fayette) 
Refers to Lexington City National tag 
LOUISVILLE* (J etterson) 

BARNETTS & POSTON, 250 Fifth st. Attorneys for 
Louisville National Co. and German 
Bank. Practice in State and Federal courts. 
Commercial, insurance and corporation law, 


+eneeseeees+-R, O, Hester 


—— (nien) : Beil 
te any bank or business house My } omnty. 
Mount —— Giomhoumnery) -- R. Prewitt 





eareniesten to Bank cf T: 
Daienor | ( viler) Send 


West Liberty* (Morgan) .. 
Winchester’ i Clarki™ 


LOUISIANA. 
fey Li meng 


o" ( iE Be Baton Rouge). 
¢Feliciana) Rouge, La. call tak 
to ° 
of Clinton, La. 


Orleans* (Orleans) 
HUBERT M. ANSLEY, 220 Carondelet st. Refers 
to H. LN Lewis & Co. (Lta.), New Orleans. 
Other ‘erences furnished if desired. 

JAMES T. a Onn D. NIX, 1:7 Carondelet st. Refer 
to Louisiana National Bank. Diligence and 
satisfactory charges RRS | in collections. 

Bayville’ ( Richland) Wells & Welm 
Ghreveport* (Caddo) LEONARD & RANDOLPH 

(A. H. Leonard, E. H. Kandol h.) Attorneys for 

Merchants & Farmers’ Bank of Shreveport. 'Prac- 

tice in State and Federal courts. 


Ashland (Aroostook) om 
Refers to Geo. R. Gardner. J of Probate. 
Auburn* (Androscoggin). Oakes fer & Ludden 
Refer to the National Shoe & Leather Bank and 
First National Bank, both of — 
* (Kennebec) 





any 


E. O. Greenleaf 
to First Nat Bk and Franklin Co, Sav. Bk. 
took) Spear 


Fort Fairfield (Aroostook 


L 





Lavgguete Falls (And 


Oldtown (Penobscot) 


Cumberland* (Allegany) 
Denton* (Caroline) . 
Easton* (Talbot) ...... 
Elkten* ‘Cecil) . 
Frederick* (Frederick) ............. 
Hagerstown* (Washington) 
Hancock (Washing'on) 


yom ohny a eae 


Athol (Worcester) 
Attleboro (Bristol) ............... 
Barnstable" (Barnetabia 


Brockton (Plymvath) 


Brookfield (Worcester) . . 
Cambrid 
Clinton ( 


Fall River (Bristol)............ 


Fitchb 
Foxboro a Norfolk) 


oe 


James Archibald 
iston -Oakes, Pulsifer & Ludden 
Refer to Lewiston Trust & Safe Deposit Co. and 
First National Bank, both of Lewiston. 


) 
The N — tional Comm one) Collecting Agency. 
G. A. Gordon  Meneaer Refer to Livermese 
Falls Trust & Banking Co. 


arence Scott 


Cl 
Refers to Eastern Trust & suating © Cc o. hep eee 
Pittefield (Somerset) . . 
Refers to Pittsfield National Bank. 
) 


Edward B. MacAllister 
Refers to North National and Rockland National 
Banks both of this place. 


Saco* (York) 


Harvey D. Eaton 
Send to Gardiner 


MARYLAND. 
James R. Brashears 


ALTIMORE 


(Baltimore) 

MUSGRAVE, BOWLING & HALL, Fidelity Building. 
Commercial banking law. We pay special 
attention to collections. Notary in office. 
Members Attorneys’ National ( ‘learing House. 
References: Fidelity & Deposit Co. and Na 
we Exchange Bank. 


W. H. RALEIGH, 10 Hopkins Place, 
aoneanee ’ Protective Credit & Collection fte- 


reau. Notary and Commissioner of Deeds in 
office. a soa. Robert W. 
Mobray. Counsel. to People’s Bank, 
Merchants National Bank, National Exchange 
Bank and Commercial & Farmers’ Bank 
Gilbert 8S. Hawkins 


David A. Robb 
..Russam & Lewis 


“Armstrong & Scott 
John T. Mason 


. Ge wrdon Tul) 


Refers to the ——-- Bank. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


H. Bixby 
“jacob T. Choate 


Send to e 
= to Fitch 
R. Harlow 
Refers Pare we s River National Bank, Athol. 


-Philip E. 
‘Hiram P. Harriman ma 


BOSTON* (Suffolk 


) 
MOULTON, LORING & LORING, 31 State st. Refer 
to Old _oeay Trust Co. and the Globe Na 


tional Ban 

SS H. y READ, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon 
shire w, ‘collections and depositions 
re er of Deeds and No Publie 
Counsel for READ’S LEGAL & MERCAN- 
TILE AGENCY. Kefer te Colonial National 
Bank, Oliver — .. Jordan, Marsh & Co. 


and Boston Daily 
“aN ....Herbert H. Chase 
Refers to Brockton National Bank. 
; Henry E. Cottle 


--- Augustined. Daly 
Send A. Evans 


* (Middleeex)........ 
<= aap 


pton (lanpelive) to Holyoke 
‘Swit & GRIME 
Banking and Commercial Law. "Attorneys ~~ Po- 
casset National Bank, National Union Bank, Fal) 
River Savings Bank and Citizens’ Savings Bank 


and other SS 
.Charles H. Bleod 


Robert W. Carpenter 
Refers to Wm. B. Crocker, Pres't Foxboro Sav. B’k 


Gloucester (Essex 
Great Barrington (Berkshire) 


i 


llyoks National Bank = "Home Na- 
: Suc & Dow 
-----A. B. Clark 


Lanenburg (Worcester)....... — — 


(Hasex)................. 
Middlesex: 


Milford 


North Adams 5 oa 
BEER & 0 N. Commercial law and collections, 
National Bank. 


Ham é 
Pktiicx i KILROY: ¢ 8 ae —6 ee 


iter & Co. 
D. ewessren, tt Main se to First Na- 


‘orcester* (Worcester) 

WOOD & WOOD, State Mutual Bldg. Ali branches 
of legal work. tions. Re- 
fer to any National bank in Worcester. 


MICHIGAN. 


ed 


Benton Harbor (Berrien)..-......-.- v 
Commercial and corporation practice. 
tention given to collections through 
ty, Coloma, W atervleit, Eau Claire, Berrien aycinen 
Stevensville and Bridgman. References, Farmers 
& Merchants’ Bank of Benton Harbor. 


fei 


. Wo 
Calumet (Houghton ton) 
Reters to First National Bank of Calumet. 
Columbiaville (Lapeer) Send 
Croswell (Sanilac) 


DETROIT* (W: 





ton (Houghton)..............--A 
(Lenawee) 
oa State Savings Bank and Thompsen 


Ironwood ( ) 
Marquette) 


Ispheming ( 

Jackson* (Jackson) ......-.- 
Refers to D. M. Usborne & Co. of Auburn, N 
and The Wyckhoff Harv. Co. of Jamestown N ¥. 
amazoo* Boudeman & 


McKernan 
Ingham a “JERRIE L. FINCH 
sto City National and State Savings Banks. 
Lapee:* (Lapeer) Louis 
Refers 'o the First National Bank of Lapeer. 
Send to 








go 


=—_—— 
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| 5 T dewonest, pha! Bidg. (East Side.) Prac- 
8 and commercial 


law specialty. bo ny equip National 


en Coun- 


rings, 
® owe bce ne 
0! — — 

A. Cady 


place. 
7 “ B.N. Keister 
Seurgis REN wcsnceccecne ss. 
Three Rivers (St. J 
Refers to Three 


MINNESOTA. 


Calkins & Calkins 

Lea* (Freeborn) 
ee MINNESOTA COLLECTION AGENCY. 
References: Bradstreet ; any bank. otary and 
attorney ie office. Travelling collectors to give 


a attention to claims anywhere in the 
ORTHWEST. 


Breckerrides' ¢ (Wilkin) 

Refer to First Nationa! Bank. 
Canby (Yellow M a 
DULUTH?” (St. Louis 

PEALER & FESLER, Palladio Bldg. Mercantile 

-_ mortgage collections. Attorney for the 


erchants’ 

RICHARDS x. CRANDALL, 514 Chamber of Com- 
merce B Collections and commercial busi- 
ness. Hig est grade referenses furnished on 

RICH: DSON & ae. Commercial and 


Daluth and Se Paul National 
Daluth. aon St Paul 
Fairmont* (Martin) 


-. Everdell & Everdell 


Rice) \. 
me re * (Otter Tail)........ Chauncey 

to Fergus Falls and First National Banks. 
Fulda (Murray) .. E. Foley 


law and collections pono 
to. Refers to First National ma ated 
Citizens’ Bank. 
(Lyon) Seward & Burchard 


Refer to Lyon County National Bank and First 
National Bank of Marshall. 


* (Henn 
FIFIELD, FLETCHER & FIFIELD, 920-930 Lumber 
Exenange. —— i= Hy ion and real 
estate law, ties. Refer to Flour City 
ag we Bank or any bank or jobbing house 


ynder A. Smith 
James M. Witherow 
ractice and collections. Refers to 
ional Bank and ae. 
Redwing’ (Goodhi am hae 
Secbectere (Olmsted Callag 
Refer to First National and Rochester Nat'l Ban 
Saint Cloud* (Stearns) Taylor & Jenks 
Refer te the First National Bank = St. Cloud. 


. Hammond 
SAINT PAUL’ (Ramsey) 
S. P. CROSBY, 610-611 Globe ——e 
Peter* (Nicoil 


Zambrota (Goodhue)..................-- J. H. Farwell 


pets eee 
Aberdeen ( 
Bay st. ppg me ake: Bowers, Chafte & McDonald 
Brookhaven* (Lincoln) Will R. Easterling 
Refers to Commercial Bank of Brookhaven 


) 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank, ( eae and Planters’ 
Bank, Clarksdale, Miss. 
Greenville” (Washin 


gton) Jas. M. Cashin 
Refers to Merchants & Planters’ Bank. 
Leflore: Coleman & 





Natches* (Adams) 


----- Ernest E. 
By =e! — &E.u = WOODS 


Tree (Shan 
Bloomfield* (Stoddard 
Refers to the Bloomiela Bank. 


bal (Marion) 
Refers to First Nat'l and German. poet. Banke 
Harrisonville* (Cass. .-. JERRY CULBERTSON 
Refers to Allen Banking Co. 
Hayti (Pemiscot) ..................--+--+ J. E. Dancan 
Hunteville* a ee Jobn N Hamilton 
Refe:s to Lhe M. Hammett Banking Co. of 


J. W. 
Abbott & Pickard 
Wm. McAfee 
fers ¢ Kingston Savings Bank. 
REMicassdescechesesstemeill J.C. Sto m 


H. Daniel 
ery J. Perry Johnson 
k of Poplar Bluff. 


BRANGEE) coscccccccasccentscencs J.B. Evap 


(Bates) Geo. P. Huckeb 
St.Joseph* (Buchanan) .STAUBER, ——- 
German-Americai. Bank Buildin 
8T. LO 


UIs. 
F. H. Sullivan, a Security Baieee. 


* (Andrew her & Williams 
Refer to the Geamenaiel Bank. 
‘ettis 


Sturgeon (Boone 
Thayer sor (Oregon 
siness promptly attended to. 
aaa ~tarenty) W.E. Mark 
Troy (Lincoln) 
fers to People’s Bank of Troy. 
Unionville* (Putnam).......... ‘an 


) , . H. Davi 
H. en Gen'l a of Ozark 
Land & Lumber Co 


MONTANA. 


Boulder (3 (Yellowstene) 


ar iee) 
WELLCOME & ROOTE. Refer to W. A. Clark & 
Brother, kers; M. J. Connell Mercantile 
Co. and Montana Hardware Co. of Butte. 


Beatrice* 
Wit (Wobeter), 


Merrick) ...........--.3. E. Doral 
ee 








MOTE) «000+. seeeeeeeeeens- 
eeeeeeceeseeeessAshton & 
Ww 





* (Adamsa)......... 
Hayes tre” ( ) 





i Matting 
( ) WARREN | PRan 
ere to City National Bank and Farmers’ Bak 
Laurel (Cedar) 
Leigh (Colfax) 


(Lancaster) 
BROADY & peree Commercial law and colle 
tions. ers to Columbia National Bank. 
F. H. woous: et L. E. WINSLOW. Mercantile ai 
brash ven aktanee a “* 
braska given prompt personal ntion. 
blic. Depositions carefully take, 
Refer to the peel, Ase —~ Exchange mi 
Columbia National Banks. 


). ‘ 
c 
in the courts Pa Nebrasks 
banks of Nelson. 
..Geo. A. Latine 
(Lincolm)..... socaseeat -.d. 8. 

Oakdale* (Antelope) ......... eststs 
Octavia (Butler) ....... panccosnetsues "Bend to! 


A. S$. CH RCHILL, ex- ary General of Ne 
braska) Suite be N, Y. Life Bldg. Refers» 
any bank in Omaha. 

O'Neill* (Holt) 
Ord" (Valley) H. E. OLESOE 

Refers to Fremont National Bank at Fremont, at 

ene — Bank at — 


Dewwnceccececeeces 


“Send to Schuyler 
Rushville (Sheridan).............---- 4. H. Edmunds 
Refers to ——- Bank, Rushville, and Mare 
rick Bank, Gordon 
Saronville (Clay)......... 
Sch: 


Wisner (Cuming) 
York* (York) 


Austin* A my # os 
ee rn en menrnoroorsase = ae 
Virginia City* (Stery).......... papain’ Geo. D. Pym 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 





22.2 we awe Oe 





oa] 


) 


ea 
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aby 
rit 
— 
TERS 
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3 
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Kod 
ie 
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hew 
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sank 
"ote 
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(Hillsboro) . 
Rafer to the First National Bank of Peterboro. 
uth (Rockingham) aya A 


Robert R. 
CHAS. L. R. CAMPBELL 
Refers to Security Trust & Safe 


Jas M. E. Hildreth 


317 — “7 

Deposit Co. 

May City* (Cape May) 
* (Union) 

RICHARD F. HENRY, 10® Broad street. 

CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, 56 & 57 Dix Bldg. Refer- 
ences: Hon. Foster M. Voorhees, Governor of 
N.J.; Hon. Chas. N. Fowler, a, abet 
Citizens’ Bank and Firet Nat'l Bank, lizabeth, 


FREDERICK P PARKER 
Bank. 


“WAR Bu DIXON DIXON, 259 Washington st. Practice in 
allcourts. C llections re« eive my prom pt per- 
soval attention. Kemittances msde same oe 
money is received Correspondence invi 
References: Hudson County National Bank 
and Commerria) Trust to «f New i. 
Frank P. McDermott, 259 W — = 
toN J. Title Guaranty & Trus JerseyCity. 

DENNIS B. RYAN, | Montgomery st. Commissioner 
for State of New York. Every facility for 
successful handling of collections. Reference: 
Hadson County National Bank. 

DOUGLAS D. T. STORY. 66 & 68 Montgomery st. 
C llections pomete made throughout the 
State. Solicitor and Master al Re- 
fers to Hudson County National] Bank. 

mbertville (Hunterdon) Walter F. Hayhurst 
Branch a 
P. Fay. Counselor at Law. 

FREDERICK PARKER, Gengecine at Law, 12 West 
Main st., Freehold, N 215 Broadway, Long 
Branch, N. J. Notary Joab Commislonse 
of Deeds for New York and Pennsylvania. 
quan (Monmouth) Parker & Pearce 

to Freehold 


* (Ease: 

JOHN }, HOPPIN. 800 Broad st. Fully equipped 
collection depa' tment under my personal sup- 
ervision. References: American Sure ty Co., 
Newark : Frank Adams, Cashier Essex County 
National Bank. 

WALTER P. LINDSLEY Lawyers’ Bldg All collec- 
tions made promptly and carefully reported. 
Correspondence invited. Refereuces: Mer- 
chants’ Nat! Bank, D. H. Dunham, President 
Farmers’ Ins Co. and Judge Frederic Adams. 

lew Branswick* (Middlesex) 

Refers to National Bank of New Jersey ‘and Peo- 


ple's National Bank. 

City (Cape May) Albert A. Howell 
nge (Kesex) WILLIAM ADGATE LORD 
National Bane Bldg. “Collections » ade under my 
Personal supervision. Refers to Orange Nat'l B’k 

o (Passaic) Wm. W. Scott 


) os 
uutherford (Bergen) ames W. “iiler 
Refers to Chas. Burrows, eashier People’ s Bank & 
Trust Co. and as Conkling of a 
™ (Somer: L. Griggs 
~y. ie Pie = National Bank of * teeny 
erce: 
Samuel Walke 
ae = Jr., 105 E. State at. 
codbury* (G1 a 


is National Banke 


NEW YORK. 


Fred. B. Waite 
— & LAWYER 

( hikanen, Geor, er), 79 Chapel 
st. References: First Nat Boat k, National 
change B k and National Sav'gs B’k of Albany. 
Mon —~ s Sullivan & Barke 


Bayshore (Suffolk) 


ont" (Allegany) 
ton 


Brocton (Chautauqua) John L. Cam 

Refers to Fredvunia National Bank, Fredonia, } 

Brooklyn’ (Kings) See New York ‘ ity 

WILLIAM L. sCAREY, 215 Montague st. 
receive By prompt persons) -uperv sion. 
respondence invited. Notary in office 
ence on application. 


uffalo* (Erie) 

CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 53 & 54 
White Bldg, also 309 Broadway, New York Ci 
fal amd conscientious attentien given 

all ind of legal business, including collections 
— depositions. Refer to City S tional Bank 
id German Bank. 


CLINTON & ae gl 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 
arine Ban Buffalo. 
— oe BENTHUYSEN,: 7 Mo ney- Brisbane 


attention given to collections, 
Refers to 


Collections 
Cor- 
tefer- 


7 


ration law. 


Cambridge (Washington 
Can poo aaa...4 W. &J. c. WHEELER 
“7 ~ Cannjobarte rank ) — Se Spraker 


-; (Ontario Henry M. Field 
Refers to MeKechnis & Co., a — 
* | Carthage (Jefferson .-Frank T. Evans 
Ca (Geeene) Olmes & Olney 
Refer to — Nat'l and Tanners’ Nat'l Banks. 


Charlette ( to Rochester 
=a? (Columbia) 

C. E. Barrett. Refers to State B’k, Chatham, N.Y. 
McClellan & ) eer Refer to State Bank, ‘Chat 


Decccccccccesns 


a euganuge 
Commercial litigation ‘and collections a - 


H A. F. B. Chase 
Islip (Suffolk) George W. Weeks, Jr 
Refers to South Side Bank, Bayshore, N.Y. 
James L. Baker 
tauqua Fowler & Weeks 

Refer to Jamestown National Bank. 
Johnstow n* (Fulton) FAYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradstreet’s and the as —__, 

e 


—— (Ulster) 

EWCOMB & METZGER. A general law practice 
in State and Federal courts. Corporation, in- 
surance and commercial law, specialties. Col- 
lections promptly made. 

p aes... « eecececeess-----008hua Gaskill 
Malone* (Frank)in) ... Frederick G. Paddock 
Marathon (Cortland). ------Flenry E. Wilson 

Refers to the First National Bank. 

Massena (St. Lawrence) ..John C. Crapser 

Middletown (Cong John C. R. Taylor 

Mount bie en (Westchester) ..Ostrander & Cra 

New ©) «encccecccesss+------J0nathan Deyo 

New Roc ‘alle ‘ Westchester) ....... John F. Lambden 

NEW YORK* (New York) 

BOROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 
GANTZ, NEIER & MckENNELL, 52 Broadway. Mt. 
Vernon office, Lucas Bldg Commercial and 
corporation law, adjustments of stock transac- 
tions a specialty. Practice »m all State and 
Federal courts of Greater New York. New 
Jersey counsel in connection Depositions 
taken. (See display card.) 
ABRAHAM GOLDFARB 87 Nassau st. Practice in 
all courts. Collections and commercial law a 
specialty. Surrogate practice. References: 
Uriental Bank, New York ; M. Phillips & Son, 

Mfrs, 24 White st. (See other rf. rencese in 


display card.) 

WILLIAM €. GOWDEY, 13-21 Park Row (lark Row 
Bldg). Collections and general law practice. 
Reference: Bra: street s. 

PERCY L. KLOCK, 149 Kroadway. Collections, com- 
mercial law and adjustments a+pecialty. Cor- 
respondence invited. hef-renc:s: National 
Park Bauk, Edward Smith &(0., Flower & Co. 

ant R. A A.T ancast r & Sons, of New York City. 

HOWARD McWILLIAMS, 3: Nassan st. Commercial 
and corporation law and collections. Refer- 
ences: Mercantile National Rank, National 


New York Ci cAaY ees 
POWELL 


and nited States 
JAMES C. Le Fragen Stewart Bidg, 280 


vo _— P. ALG COLLECTION CO., 76 &78 Park 
Collections made throughout the U. 

Hi, by a carefully selected list of com- 

petent attorneys. We are forwarders as well 

as receivers. ence solicited. Ref- 

erences: Siegel, Cooper & Co., Benkers, N.Y. 

& Chic. (For other references see display card.) 


BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
POWELL & CADY, 67 St. James Place. 


“GROWN & POOLE, (Selden 


ool) $57 §. Brown, Harry Otis 


Practice in 
edoral courta, "Refer to Traders 


Joni FANNING y wat, Bldg. Pusstios 
owers 
Tradeos Teuooal Bank and Union Trust Co. 


Special attention to commercial business. 
WELLINGTON & TORE, 20 Exchange st. Refer to 


Traders’ National 
Rome (Oneida ..«. MCMAHON & MASOR 
Rome Gas 


Poceccce cocese-- 


a (Ulster) 
fers to Chas. B. Coxe, cashier Saugerties 
and First National 


(Queens 


Whitestone 
Tomkare (Wontohester’. «eas----------sWm. C. Kellogg 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


writers Ins. Co. and refers to any bank or business 
man in Greensboro. 
Greenville* (Pitt) Sua ts Long 
High Point (Guilford) 
Refer to National Bank of 
of —. —s N. 
man in 


J a 
ere (Davidson) ...... raammmbtis: 4% 
Maxton (Robesen 


}., or any business 


Walser 
. McLean 





Tnion Bank, Merchants’ National Bank and 





ensae aeeeee-J. D. Brooks 


Manhattan Railway Co. 
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Wimington" 
Winston’ (Forsythe 














Bathgate Pembina)... 


Cando* (Towner 
Refers 
Devil's new 


age” (Case Oe Cte, 


Bank, F 










































ALFRED GROVES, 
607 Johnston Bidg. 






partmen 
extra charge. 
Circleville” (Picka' 





Valley National Bex 


JOHNSON & LEVY, Cham ceunared po cena Building. 
Refer to Equitable National Bank, Members ot 
Attorneys National Clearing House. 

CHARLES Ft WILLIAMS, Masonic Temple. Probate 
and general commercial law Collection de- 

it. Depositions. 


ee 


a 


Oe eee ewe we neces 


BISMARCK* (Burleigh) 
A. T. PATTERSON. 
(Bottineau) 





Bockingham* (Richmond)....... Mi 

B xboro* Cones eianinGnicewuaecien Wm. D. Merritt 

Ri * (Rutherford).... ........... S. Gallart 

Refers to Bank of Rutherford: 

Shelby* (Cleveland).. ~--,-Gidney & Webb 
e* (Iredell) & Turner 

Sutherland (Ashe)............. 0 ........ W.R. Lovill 

Whiteville’ (Columb Williamson & me 


54 of Deeds an 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
.--Burke & Vick 


Refers to the Bismarck Bank. 
-Send to —— 


Frank D. 
to Towner County Bank of Cando 
Ramse 


ET, Recme 7 & 8 Merten Bleck, Broad- 

ice. Refers to Red River 
Bank and Merchants’ State 
and Hon. Chas. A 
Court. 


- Pollock, 


Judge District 
Grafton* (Walsh).................... Phelps & Phelps 
Refer to Grafton National Ban 
Grand Forks* (Grand Forks)...... ... Tracy R. Ban 
ees occ nn ccnasSae nd to Towner 
Gilisboro* (Traill).............ccccccccce-s . F. Selby 
La Moure* (La Moure)............ R. WS Black 
Refers to all La Moure County banks and James 


River National Bank Sean N. b. 


Lseds ya Lieniinassced . Send a 
Mandan* ae pidnnecanséee cuseesitietin Bb \ 
BT EPO. oo caso nn ccunnsccescd Send to Towner 
Northwood (Geund PRED. ciccncanman M. V. Linwell 
IS iinicy Siw nts Ca du'ie pened id Send to Towner 
s hy a bGabiietehieapicitiiod ---Charles H. Stanley 
er* (McHenry) ............... -Geo. W. P 
Commercial law and ene romptly attended 
toin Williams, Ward, Pierce, and Mc- 
Hi Counties. Relore to Towner Merchants’ B’k. 
Vv ity* (Barnes).......... -MARTIN E. REMMEN 
ers to First National Bank and any business 
house in Valley City 
een a cnacindenecaauiiiiie W. E. Purcell 
Wi port* (Emmons)... -...... H. A. Arms 
Williston (Williams) ................. Send to Towner 
Willow City (Bottineau)..............Send to Towner 





Carey eee Bixb: 
Tait conaactiinessdaeenmen Amos 

Oarrollton* (Carroll) ................ . A. 3 
Celina* (Mercer) ....................... ohn 
Cheshire (Gallia).............. .-... Send to Galli : 
Chillicothe* (Rosa)....... ibemsondumee Wilby G. Hyde 
CINCINNATI* (Hamilton) 

{ Refersto Franklin Bank, Ar- 


mour Packing Co. nt y= any ‘busi- 
ness house or commercial 
in the city. Commercial law, as- 


signments, corporation and 
eral seven tes in an oom. 
y ¢. Nocharge 
eccessful. N. and 


Carbon = Tn eity. 


en any ban 


Long Distance ’Phone 1749 





CLEVELAND* Tek ol a 
MAX J. PFISTE l American Trust Building. 
General practice. agg = tions and commercial 
litigation a a as Gavabene aya ~ 
anew romp’ 


made day of Cuyahoga Refer 
amy Dime Savings Bank, Cleveland, Ohio; 
fe rion Brewing Co., Milwaukee, Wis., 


d other: 
10HN. 0. WINSHIP, Moshene Block. Refers to 
National Bank 


Clyde (Sandust paenacoanssncencenceiiiid UNT 
ers to People’ 's Banking Co. and First Nat" . B’k. 
ek yy (Franklin) 
F. ~ ALBERY, Room 40, Board of Trade. At- 
torney for Commercial National Bank and Ses- 
sions & Co., tment Bankers. 
ALBERY # biti bition, “lids am High aes ——— 
er and No! or 
Ghib National Sok. Geese Commercial Nat'l Bank, 
any j= «ay or Wholesale house in Columbus. 
Columbus Grove (Pu . Sand 
Corning (Perry) 
Covin (Miami) 


J. Guy O'Donnell. 
Cuyahoga Fails (Summit) .......... Ghee, H. How 


Dayton" (Mon‘ sy * CARSON 
1 Reibold Commercial, cor oration, real es- 
nsurance and bankin 


tate, probate, laws a s 
ialty. Prefers to Winters National k. _ 


Defiance* (Defiance) 
D. E. DOZER, General law 
collections receive » 


Dewwwcecenes 


ractice. Commercial 
al attention. Refers 


to Merchants’ National Bank of Defian 
Smith, Moulton & Price, attorneys, Chi 
Benj. B. Kingsbury. pom te First and 
8 


ants’ National 





Dresden (Muskingum)... 
Refers to Dresden Banking 
East wy ce  aaeanepecneey ‘Grosehans & Grosshans 


Mi nncsadccaccecaneacand ee 
Elyria* ‘harue eeonececcccccccoceccccceesce roup 
( Dititved<akines aeemenl L. A. Carabin 
i ncntneks cbbeicamsionka T. P. Johnston 
Refers to Rebbins weecneh & ace , jewelers. 
Galion (Crawford)........... ........ “Coulter & 
Galli * (Gallia)...... Re eS. ( & BRADBURY 


to First National Bank. § 


to poems tomy ge Tig probate practice. Smeg a 
Grafton ( Dedanesudesoecscoccésennensin See Elyria 
Greenville’ (Darke) ............ A. Katzenberger 

Refers to Farmers’ National Beek: Second National 

Bank and Greenville Bank Co. 

Hamilton” (Butler)................. Robert P. Hargitt 

Hillsboro* ( , ) ~ ae 
( itibennnseccsudhibndetuaee . M. 

Geo. W. Keye 

) . Powel) 

Jefferson* (Ashtabula).................. T. E. Hawley 

Send to Ravenna 





Miamisburg (Montgomery) Seteudickaads W. A. Reiter 
Middletown REIS Donley & Rhonemus 
= Commercial law and collections puangtly attend. 
yee a (Auglaize iedednnovsoengul Send to St. Mary's 
} ceoess - Mitchell & Tanner 
os Vernon™ (Knox)............... Cooper & Muore 
Newark* (Licking) .... .............. Fulton & Fulton 
( was)... ...... E. E. Lindsay 
New Philadelphia* (Tuscarawas) .........J. F. Kuhne 
N Baltimore (Wood)............. W. H. MeMillen 
Norwalk* (Huron)................. Bentley & Stewart 
Ottawa* (Putmam).................. Charles T. Malone 
EN increcccocsescccisdeccconed L. H. Wells 
ille* “ond Dicaseubcdveloneadl — 


ee eee ee ee 


BrOwN) ...2--+0000+e00+++eeeeee-. D. Young 
Roseville (Muskingum)............ Jobn W. Williams 
Refers to William and L. 8. Keldow. 
Sabina (Clinton).............. 2... 2.2... H in 
PPR ch to do anor Sabina Bank. et 
uses dee eeceeee. Tay “Chee 
Salineville (Columbiana) whwbeselecsdartest L. C 













































sauce || 


epriugal ( Sanadpesens:' plied 
St. Mary (A je* (Belmont) ...........--. 
ug Densegkties open 
Steubenv (Jefferson) ........-++-+-00---P, ’ 
Thurman (Gallia) .............-. Ciarion* 
na ntinbcenes thetndhienins Refe 

—o cod “ag National Bank. Cleartiel 

Couders 

CHITTENDEN & CHITTENDEN, tone pecan 

Commercial law and collection Danville 
Refer to any bank in this ety. Easton“ 
will be furnished in all wa va Bem (Wi 
Depositions taken in office ris | 
CHARLES RUSSELL CLAPP, “Drummond Ons 
ractice in all courts. Commercial, cg a 
ton, m. pt robate, real es banking and inaw, Erie* 
we, a ney A ers to ! X. 
Cler she? Bank and Ohio 0 Savings B’k & Trast¢ Ref 
Toronto (Jefferson). ..............-------- S. B. Tayig 
ville (Tuscarawas)........ - Send to Denzisg cave 
Upper Sandusky" (Wyandot)......-.- H. H. News ME ajreenv’ 
Sli these... we ie 
Van Were (Van Van Wert)........... . Le W.! 
Vinton (Gallia).......... 
Wapakoneta* (Auglaize) 
Washington 0. H." (Fayette) a 
* ‘ay’ 

Refers to the I We 
Waverly* (Pike) ............ Haselto 
Wellston (Jackson) ...........-......---- Hollida 

Refers to First National Bank of Wellston Honesd. 
Wellsville (Columbiana)..................F Humm 

Umington* (Clinton).................Slone & Huntin, 
Wooster* (Wayne) ..............-.-. James E. Sayde Jonnstc 
Yellow Springs Aen Sbscedaciss a sous ‘tniend he Ww. 

tomouoes i ening papeen ba 
Zanesville* (Muskingum) ............... A. A. Frade 


a TERRITORY. 


Beaver* (Beaver) ............++.++- R. H. Loofbourry 
a potas Refes to Starr Grocery (2, 
Liberal Kan. 







Chandler* (Lincoln) A. J. Monts 
Refers to the Bank of Hoffman, Conklin & Charla 
fom to Peery 

has. S Cra 


eeeeeens ceee 


f 1 
we = . Refer to Bank of Mulhall, (kh 


Ter., and ‘sBank Bilockton, Iowa. 
Harris & Gum. to Farmers & Merchans 
—_ and Exchange k 
| Neary COE CES) occ ccencecee once cogses 
Creek" (Grant).........- 


-In, 
) 

Reetiog P. King 
Chalmers B. Wie 


Refer to Walton Bank and Bank 
Still water” ‘Payre'..............- 
Waukomis (Gartield).... 





OREGON. 
Astoria*® (Clatsop). ..........+-.--.-e005- A. K 
» ames < pedaenuestkine. esate Hale & ore 
Seoot (Weshinetom) .. Thos ay F Tenge 
McMinnville* (Yam Hil).... . Rhodes & Khele 


Portland” (Multnomah) 

PIPES & TIFFT. Practice in United States af 
State Courts. Commissioners of deeds. @ 
mercial business pres special at en'tion, Rel 
to Ainsworth National Bank, « ~sociated Bak 
ing & Trot Co., Ladd & :ailten und Lovie 
& san Francisco Bank. 


CHARLES }. SCHNABEL, 515 Chamb:r of Oe 


merce Building. Commercial, corporation aid 
mining laws. - 
Salem* (Marion) . «-seee-.- Jobn W. Re 
Refers to Ladd & Bush, Bankers, ond Capital 
tional . 
The Dalles* (Wasco) ..... Mays, omen 61 & Wie 
Toledo (Linooln) ..........-....-.+0-++- Hawkin 
Galen* (Tabet) ...cccccccesssescsccoesecs C. H. Mant 
PENNSYLVANIA. 







at cudgeseniens McCready & Moo 
Dist county. 
ara L.SCHAA 7. y ( henermgany = my for Lelie oe 











1. wa » “LEISENRING. Solicitor for First Natio 
Bank of Altoona. 


~o oa .4 ESE wet PRDEE. EEL EPSeaeeel 


ReGeee £2 Fstrepabe esik FESR  5i 


rer 
orrs 
aries, 
Pry 
be) 
3 
hew 
use 
paaey 
a 
Perry 
vk. 
ane 
vo 
ok. 

King 
‘ihe 
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’ ( 
Refer 
Clearfield“ ‘ae 
ae 
Danville* (Mon 
ortham’ & . & M. peal 
ar Kirk Perici Ex- Ketneney General 
ris Kirkpatric U. 8. Commissioner), 8 


uare. 
ret aaa cae 
6 
~ Harold M 


L Keck 


me. STN = 2 aero = 


"i North 2d 


tional 
H. L. Nisa 
to Harrisburg Nat'l Bank. 


Johnstown (Cambria 
Ww. W. ATKINSON. 
Sano 


Commercial law and collections 


Mahanoy City (Schu teil) 
ou Union Kationa i —_ 
dsueert yy" (Carbon).. 


wee WAL APPLEGATE 
Refers to waters tothe People's a s Bank. 
Meadville* ( 


Joshua Douglass 
William Cloud Alexander 


Mifflin’ 
oe 


ela ws (Ww cotingten).. 
ers to Alexander & 
Nicholson, Postmaster. 


ome Carmel ean. . 
Sasterke aaa 
Refers to First National Rank. 
IE octcescisccand a. K. GREGORY 


.W. Parke wares 
; bankers, and J. 





A) a Lh. BAMBE _ Building, 

; 660-606 Chestnut st RM Colleo- 
Refer to M. mag eg te ty 

Jae egon Dobson, J: See Were a Cig 


Trast Co 
CARR & FRANCISCUS Provident Bldg. 
and law. Collection 


delphia office C Connecticut Mutual LifeIns, Ye 
'o Hemet cages, Harris, Bassett & 


SAMUEL We cooren, Franklin Bldg. 19 8,12 12th st. 
Refers to Dun Mercantile 


Agena: ai AF 

JOSEPH A. REED, * Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard 
Bldg, 21 South Twelfth st. General practice, 
corporation and commercial law, an collec- 
tions, specialties. Refers to Union Trust Co., 
Howett. Warner & Co.. Dry Goods, 429 Market 
st.; Ivins, Diets & M 
Market st.; The Borgner 

ta. 


Ab. Race stree 
WAGNER ac os pe age 15 and 17 South Third st. 
Sta 


Philadelphia Trust & b Bale 
Central oe arms 


cee meh 


efferson) 


Renovo (Clinton). 
me = emi se efterson 


coceeesccososes Send to Lock Haven 
Sadekae, Candin G. M. McDonald 
National Bank and Reynoldsville 





nsant, 1s 
= ANSART, 15 58. 4. st. Commercial 


ity. 
WILLARD W. 1.6 WIN, 40 Welles Building. Refers 
Second National Bank and Anthracite Sav- 


io. 
sos Spon. Refers to First National wr 
s Bank and Wilkesbarre Deposit & 


Bank. 
FRANK P. SLATTERY. Commercial law and collec- 
tions. Kefers to Wyoming Valley Trust Co. 
of Wilkesbarre. 


wuCANGOR (i rcoming) 
CANDOR & MUNSON. Attorneys for Lycoming 
ational Bank, : 


West Branch National Bank, 
Seng. Institution of Williamsport, Williams- 


on Railways, Williameport Water 
ennsylvania Telephone Co,, The 
H. B. Clafin Co. and RB. G. Dun & Co 
—=—— xX Hoober, i 'Hefere Yo Drov Titl T Bl 
at. Trust 
John E. Kell. & Moshentos? 
National 
RHODE ISLAND. 
panel (Bristol) 
Pa 


{ Peccccccccsss+e 


(Providence) 
=e “J ar Room 410, Industrial Trust Co. 
49 Westminster st. Refer to Indus- 


William @. Rieb 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


EE. candasdescss0stccpsenabeed G. W. Groft 
‘einen Let med Bannox 


CHARLESTON* (Charleston) .. William Mosley Fitch 


Chester‘ (Chester) Ashbel G. Brice 
Refers to,Commercial Bank of Chester, and to 


) M 
Refer to Lean & Exchange Bank ¢ South Carolina. 
~ Coed ALLACE & OTTS 
N. Woods, banker, a National Bank 


M. Bryan 


P. T. Hildebrand 
- BOMAR & SIMPSON 
er ational Bank of Spartanburg or any 
other bank or business house in the city. 
Thomas B. Butler 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Aberdeen" (Brown 


Alexander‘ (Huron) 
Refers to the  ~ nape nse 
Walworth). aye 


A. Zollman 


. .W. BR. Green 
° -Cuthbert & Jones 


C. Morrow 
© (Deuel “ALBERT R. ALLEN 
(Estab. 1888.) Riates Attorney of of Deuel County. 
General law practice. Forecl and < ] 
collections a specialty. Notary "ond stenographer 
in office. 
Custer* (Custer) 
Ref ors. to Custer County Bank. 








J 
National and Citizens’ Banks. 
Robert 


F. B. GOODHEART, Logan ——— = 
commercial law, and m 





” le 
--D. D. fisiasidge & 


Milbank (Grant) ... Gamble & Faller 


( ) 
Refers to the pan Bank. 
Sreeies, 


E. Cassaday 


Mem eLBEnRY 
CASSELBE! & MARTIN, Continental Nat'l Bank 
ractice in State and 


Eubeaesscepaigr kapeteonpi 
a s for Mem 
Trust Co. and the trensuset’ af the State 


of Tennessee. 


FRANK P. POSTON. Counsel Home Insurance & 
Pythias in Tennessen, Division Counsel Seuth- 
ern Ry. Co. Refer to any bank or merchant in 
Mem: General practice and corporation 


) Walker & Hunt 
Refer to Gibson County Bank or any other bank 
- in the wae- 





N. 
Brownwood” (Brown) Goodwin & Grinnon 
Cameron* (Milam)..... eceeeeececensne T. S. Henderson 
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it National Bank of Gooper. 
* (Navarro) 
, NAGLE & BALLEW. eter totety Madina 
a rag me National Bank eming & 
ee: Sanmere, ef Corsicana. 


PeBAKER & RUE RNEA. Ref : National Bank of 
EDWIN O. ain 0. HARRELL. 235 Main st. Refers to the 
National Exchange Bank. 





"Send to Terrell, T 
) MANFORD E. WILLIAMS 
law and collections. 


yO aes Soe 
ttorney ercantile — 
the of Texas 


Peer er errr r rrr. 


( ) 

Refers to the First National Bank of Hico. 

amr arte (Hil) % 3 

* (Harris) 

ALLEN, WATKINS & JONES, Binz Bldg. Refer to 
South Texas National Bank of Houston. 

LEON BIGELOW SMITH. U 
tional Bank. A 


1 for Houst 





Pere e retire rrr rrr 
Pere eer eeee rir tee tee 
wae emeeee ee eenene 
errr errr rr rrr 
«seeeeeee 
Sewweee cence 


eit sipaketeces awed Send to Cleburne 
bimvbedas cabetesdoals H. P. — 

. insurance and 
ties. Practice in all the a4 
. Attorney for ae Ad- 
now 


mercial Lawy: ers, Attorneys’ & A 
tion, Early’s "s Mercantile Agency and others. 


Provo* (Utah 
Richfield (Sevier) ..........0..2---se00-- LJ 
Commercial law ~ collections. 
Salt Lake* (Salt Lake’ 
BOOTH, LEE & GRAY, =r floor Arerbach Block. 


Comm especially 

ae - —, RD. | Suite 12 ao par ge er 
_ o aee 
~~ 


Osiues Commence 
tional k of this city. References furnished 
at any point where required. 





VERMONT. 
rete oS (Grand Isle) ...........-.. 
Barton \Orlean Nail cnn ging ig een oe 
Refers to Barton Savings Bank. 
Bellows Falls (Windham).............--.- F. A. Bolles 
Brandon (Rutland).................. 
Brattleboro 


(Windham)............ .....- 
Refers to Soames National Bank of Brattleboro. 


eet (Chittenden: 
Cc =the = Briggs Block. 


Cambridge (Lam Serd to Hyde Park 
East Fairfield ° ane Albans 


Georgia (Franklin). 
Hyde Park* Aap e) F. 
Refers to the Lamoiile County National Bank. 
Johnson r ben le) Send to Hyde Park 
(¢Wasb ngton).Dillinghaw. Huse&é Howlara 
stesteenael Send to Hyde Park 


ee ereweeee 
seen eet eeeeee ewes 


ote e ee eneeeeees 


eee ee meee eee eee teeeee 


.J. T. McAllister 
- James H. Gutarie 


Rates. .E. 

Lenogo eee Ssh looters, 
eS ne er 
= to Letcher & er. Practices in State and 
‘ederal courts con pa ttapese arncmcaes 
et ee UNDS. Commercial law and collec 

business a oot. Refers 

Bank and People's 55 Bank. 
B. H. Ewan 


iis hain wrtameiitatel ohn B. 
Refers to Merchants’ Nat'l Bank of Richmond, Va 
News* (Warwick) G. Bickford 


* (Nerfolk) 
A. B. SELDNER, $0 Mie ot Commercial, collec 
law. Litigation. Refers to any 


(Pulaski) .. -..sseees-O. C. Brewer 
Refers to Pulaski Loan & “Trust Co. 
* (Henrico) 


OFERRALL & ——— 1102 E. Main st., P. O. 
Box 3:8. sel for American National 
‘Bank. mE. ~ tS in State and Federal 
courts. Make a specialty of COMMERCIAL, 
CORPORATION ‘and INSURANCE law. Refer to 
any bank in Richmond. 

. 0. " SKELTON, 


Ci ry Buchango Bank and J. L. Williams & 


Sons. ers. 

Roanoke (Roanoke)............ S. HAMILTON GRAVES 
Refers to First National and National Exc 
Barks, Roanoke, also Mercantile Trust & 

re. 


) wwccescocccesess de 


) 
0} * (Thurston 
Port 
i Merve 


Sea OHN King) ay 408-9 Mutual Life Bldg. Commer- 
cial, corporation, probate and mining law, 
specialties. Keferences : Dexter Horton & Co., 
Seattle; Kountze Bros., bankers, Arnold, Con- 
stable & Co., and Tefft, Weller & Co., New 
York; McCornick & Co., bankers, and Nat’! 
Bank of the Republic, Salt Lake, Utah 

M. D. LEEHEY. 412 Pioneer Block. Refers to First 
Nat'l Bank, Seatt’e Nat'l Bank and any bank 
in Butte, Mont.; Western Union Tele. 


Snohomish* (Snohomish 

South Bend‘ ( Pacific) .... 
Reter to South Bend Bankin 
County Aaditor. 


kane” “nT 
DAN: & HUNEKE, 606 to 611 Hyde Block, 0 
mercial real estate and probate law. 


zGo. and). 


Counsel of Great Northern By, 
STERN Spokane and Northern ky. 
HAMBLEN Refers to Hoadley, Lauterbach 
and Johnson, New York ; Moran, Krone! 
LUND, -* Mayer, Chicago; "Board of " 
401-404 a’ Dimbelases A ny bank 
pe in Spokane. 
| Special depecition facilities, 


Tacoma” (Pierce) 
ALLYN & ALLYN, oy dg 


THE ROUKERY 


Frank Allyn, Frank A)) 
321 os Reters to Londen 


‘ederal and State Ju 
Walla Walla’ (Walla W Taibiseeatbanse ose wa 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Addison* (Webster) . . soee cose H. C. Thurmey 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to B 
hannon Bank, 


Bluefield (Mercer)...... ...... WwW. W. PoP 
Refers to oe First National Bank of Blue’ 
p ur) 


er. ors to the Traders’ yn clean 
A.M. Poundstone. Commercial la 


eeeeee 


arleston* ( 
SAMUEL S&. GRE N. State and Federal Cou 
ions. Refers to Charleny 


eee eer ewweee 


sents eweeee 
POeeee errr Teeter ree 


Martinsburg meal AC Wen 
a SIT ti a conenepcanniiel E. L. 
Gagete b aguveeecoeens A. D. 
ers to 


ea eee enews 





sTONN FHUTCHT 

JOHN F.H TCHINSON. Refers to First 
Bank. Attorneys for Balto. m & Ge: 
Balto. & Ohio Southwestern R. R. 


eee eee e eee eeeeee 


Secccccccosccuere -cesee T. Graben 
wctere a at 


Special attention given w 
ing corporations — the ne of W 
— pane yer pO mag Prue 


Raver to jank of Williameor 


WISCONSIN. 


* (Langlade) ..........-++.0---+ 
as n* (Outagomie) ............-..- 1 f 
A *aland* » (Ashlea D 


Ashland)............. 


Boscobel (Gramt)..........----ssee-« William E. How 
Refers to Bank of A. J. Pipkin at Boscobel. 


Briggsville (M A. L. Wat 
Falls* 


Clintonville (Waupaca). 
Columbus (Columbia)... 


eee eee eae eeeeaee 
eaeeeee 





Eau Claire 
Fall River (Columbia) Sescunn «sees. Send to 








FE ck EUPEEETEE 
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pes 
ms 


A 


ernon) 
to the Bank of Viroqua. 





& er 8° B6S5R 3B 8 & BES SEPP Krk FES SSP SES HERES SELES SF FF FrSer Ff 


to Imperial Bank of Canada. 
8 
(Selkirk). ........-.-..0. 


jonald. Tupper, Phippen & Tupper 


SF atgase”’ SSe82 245Re4 





nok ts Lac)..... Colman & Parkinson 
w Refer to the Citizens’ National Bank. 


Neville. Refer to Green Bay 


wens $0.8 i), JEFFRIS (M. G.) & MOUAT (M. 


Milwaukee st. ry for 
Merchants & Mechanics’ 


Le Banks. All notaries. Special collec- 
tion department. 


ae WALTER ‘wAngMAL Gow ‘GowelL 
* (La Crosse).....-. «.... W. ‘U wooowano 
Refers to Batavian Bank, 8S. Y. Hyde 
Elevator Co. and La Crosse Soap Co. 


Watkins & Moses 


Bushnell, 
. Bushnell, R. A. Watkins, H. L. Moses.) 


WAUKEE* (Milwaukee) 
PHILLIFS & ANDERSON. robe Fussties 
arte. Commercial | 


ieetlons a specialty. , + A awake in us 
meets with prompt attention. Depositions 
carefully taken. rw y remitted. 
coreg oe ee kosh banks. card.) 


ational Bank. 
Oconto* wag Sieahéonibbohies . Francis X. Morrow 
* (Winnebag”) 
PHILLIPS & HICKS. 
collections our specialty, and attended to in 


any part of Wisconsin. Collections receive 
special care and attention, and remittances 


Commercial litigation and 


Depositions gt ly 


before notary in office 

attachments and supplementary proceedings. 

Telegraphic orders carefully and prompt) 

tend and taken care of by a reluiab! ~ 
eral practice in all courts. Refer 

ences : Any bank or wholesale house in Osh- 


Hume t Osllerich, 118 Main st. 








Tee eee eee teeersescese 


* (Sweetwater) ...G. W. Shutter-Cottrell 
Mercantile Adjuster of St. Louis, Mo., 
and Bradstreet Co. of Kansas City, Mo. 
Sheridan* (Sheridan)............. --.. 8. E. Lona augh 
Sandance~ (Crook) .............-.+...-Melvin Nichols 





PORTO RICO. 
AN, 


A. F, ODLIN, Member of Bar of U. S. Supreme 
Court. a to any bank in Orlando or 





CANADA. 


SRITISH COLUMBIA. 


... Yarwood & a 
aylor & Hannin 
-- Send to Ne 






Hallett 
Drake. Jackson & Helmcken 
MANITOBA, 


mony ag eae oesees Pubes eer 
heater) ceccseseces esescoces G@. 8. Hallen 


). ..K. Anderson 





NEW BRUNSWICK. 


CBR cadececesice ooe-- ARTHUR R. SLIPP 
Refers to The Bank of Nova Scotia and The Peo- 
ple’s Bank of Nova Scotia. 


) cccrcoces 


Moncton (Westmoreland Harvey Atkinson 
St. John* (St. John)..............- WELDON & MCLEAN 


Solicitors in New Brunswick for The Bank of 
— treal, ‘ian Pacific Railway Co., Dominion 

aepeeee ress Co., Pullman Palace Car Corp., Alexander 
Gibson & Sons (Ltd), Guardian Assurance Co., 
The Shore Line Railway Co., New Brunswick 
Railway Co., &c. 


St. Si en (Charlotte)............- W.C. H. Grimmer 


Refers to the Bank of Nova Scotia. 


Woodstock* (Carleton)........ Fisher & A. B. Connell 
Refer to Bank of Nova Scotia and People’s Bank 
of Halifax. 


NEW FOUNDLAND. 


St. Johns (St. Johns)..............-.-- Kent & Howley 


NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. 


Calgary* (Alberta Ter.)..............-- W. L. Bernard 
Edmonton (Alberta Ter ).............- Taylor & Boyle 
Regina ‘ Assiniboia Ter.) .-----Hanltain & Robson 
Whitewood (Assiniboia Ter.) ......James F. MacLean 
NOVA SCOTIA. 
Amberst* (Cumberland)... .............+.- oi 
Annapolis Royal* (Annapolis) GS oceania L J. Ritchie 
Bridgewater (Lunenburg)......... Send to Lunenburg 
Chester (Lunenburg) ........-...- Send to Lunenburg 


HALIFAX* (Halifax) 
Borden, Ritchie & Chisholm. Attorneys for Bank 


— a & CAHAN. (Richard C ain, 

Ph.D., Q C., Counsel; Robt. E. Harria. 

QC; illiam A: Hen eary, LL.B. ; Cha: les 

. Cahan, L.L.B.) Solicitors in Canada for 

the Imperial War Department and Admiralty ; 

and sclicit rs for the Mercharts’ and Union 

Banks of Halifax. Commercial, marine and 
admiralty practice; notaries. 


ao (Lunen ) 
A. Chesley. _~ & od Halifax Banking Co. of 
which I am local solicitor. 


Charles W. Lane. me 3 Lunenburg Agency 
of the Merchants’ Bank of Halifax. 
Mahone Bay (Lunenburg) .... .... Send to Lunenburg 
New Glasgow (Picton) ....Fraser, Jennison & Graham 
Refer to Bank of = Bootia. 


Parrsboro (Cumberland) ....... Cc. 8. Mur 
South Brook field* (Queens). hbeaced -Croften U. McLeod 
8 hill (Cumberland) ...... Send to Amherst, N. 8. 
larton (Picton).............- Send to New G 
Sydney” foes Sares POOL GEN: .A. J.G. MacEchen 
Truro” (Col Don SenSnnscscd o> & Layton 
Westville (Picton) ............. Send to New G 
Yarmouth* (Yarmouth)...... Sandford H. Pelton, Q.C. 
Boston Marine . Refers to Bank of Yarmouth 
and Exchange Bank of Yarmouth. 
ONTARIO. 
EE CIID. eideinec ccccde ccusveseuns Donald Ress 
Belleville* (Hastings).............. William N. Ponton 
Chatham” (Kent)...............-. William H. Robinsoa 
ae W.J. Millican 
Solicitor for Imperial Bank of Canada. 
o a bébdsasecwed Chisholm 2 
* (Fromtemae)..cccccccsscccsees Fran 


ong Sunset McDonagh & Coleridge 
Ottawa (Car 
MacCRAKEN. ’ MENDERSON & McGIVERIN. Barrie 
tera, Solicitors, etc. Supreme Uourt and De 
partmental Agents. Refer to Bank of Ottawa 
McLAURIN & MILLAR (G. McLaurin, LL.B.; Hal 
dane Millar), 19 nst. Barristers, Solicitors, 
ae ete. References: Bank of Ottawa. 


Seaforth (Huron) .........-.....+++--0+--+ R. 8. Hays 
St. Cole SP connie padandeenened Collier & Burson 
ae iy (York) 
. CLARK, Traders Bank 1-y" NS) 
yA law. Refers to lummer 


Manager Trusts Corp'n of Ontario "Toronto. 
LAIDLAW. KAPPELE & BICKNELL. (William Laid 
law, Q.C., George Kappele, James Bicknell, 
James W. Bain, Charles Kappele.) —— 
Bank Bidg. Solicitors for at Bank of 
Canada. 
EDWARD MEEK, Mail Bidg, Cor. King & Bay ot. 
Barrister, soliciter, notary public, &c. 
NEVILLE & BELL, (R. 8. Neville, C. W. Bell), 
18 & 20 King st., West. Barristers, Solicitors 
Notaries Public, Commissioners for Ontario, 
Quebec and Manitoba ; Canadian Solicitors for 
Pablishers Commercial Union, New York & 
Chicago; Merchants’ Legal Association, N.Y.; 
International Coilection Association, Western 
—— per Union, American Newspaper Pub. 
tion, Yukon Mining Co. and National 
Mercantile Agency. 
Windecr* (Mask) .ccccccccccccccecccccees Ellis & Ellis 


PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 


Charlottetown* (Queens).......... . Fred W. L. Moore 
Summerside* (Prince)...................- John H. Bell 


Danville (Shipton) ...................-..--. 
Refers ~ i TownshipsB'k at Richmona' — 


Refers American 
Nacional and U.8. Consal 


hees & Co. publishers, New 
Sons, London, publishers. 






ONTREAL* (Montreal) 
— — 12 Place d’armes. Refers to Pes. 
Bank of Quebec, and Garand & 
ey bankers, ; Henry 


of St. La 
Quebee” (Quebes Dist) es swrrence Hall Mowtrea: 





MEXICO. 


L. ‘. Fos AUSTIN, E, a ay 
. O. Box 940 





ENCLAND. 


INDON (Middlesex) 
Jno. A. ~~ Hendry, 7 New Square, 


ores Passage (opp. Law Courts) wey ty 


FRANCE. 





LEOPOLD GOIRAND, French Attorney. Avoue 16 
Place Vendome. 


Author of Treatise upes 


. price $5.00, pos Ses. Baker, Veor- 
York; Stevens & 





JAPAN. 


GEORGE ry SCIDMORE, Counsellor at Law 








Every Issue of 
The Office Magazine, 


A. 0. KITTREDGE, F. |. A., C. P. A., Editer, 
er information on office 


topics 


‘ Worth Many Times 
its Price Per Year. 


It publisnes only practical articles 
on practical subjects by practical 
business men. 


Sample Copy Free. 


Issued monthly, subscription $1 a year. 
Advertising rates on application. 


ACCOUNTICS ASSOCIATION, Publishers. 
22 Lancashire Building, New York City. 


OO Oa 











Barrows on 


Meagbigqence. 


A new volume just add- 
ed to the Hornbook Se- 
ries, with all the distinct- 

‘‘Hornbook” features. 
634 pages. $3.75 net, de- 
livered. 


West Publishing Zo., 


) cos  $t. Paul, Minn 
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LATEST. 


THE LAW OF JURISDICTION, 


AND ITS NUMEROUS BRANCHES 


Excess of Jurisdiction--Concurrent Jurisdiction--Jurisdiction by Consent--Waiver of Constitution 
Rights —- Impeachment of Judgments and Decrees -- Divorce - - Contempt -- Privilege of 
Witnesses -- Privileged Communications -- Habeas Co 


Mandamus -- Prohibition --Quo Warranto an 


By Hon. W. F. BAILEY, 


NOW READY ! 


INCLUDING 


for Judicial Acts. 


MOST COMPREHENS| 





















- Certiorari- - 
Liability 


Author of ‘‘ Master’s Liability,” ‘‘ Personal Injuries,” Etc., Ete. 
Two Volumes, best law book aw book style, price, $12.00. 


T.H. FLOOD & CO., Publishers, 179 Monroe Street, Chicago, Il lll, 








Reliable Attorneys. 


~~ LLINOIS. 
JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 

Fleer 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO, 
Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
Uerporation and Commercial Law and Cel- 
lections a Specialty. 

Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 
Pinsnsed Public, Room 1308 8 Security Bldg, 188 Madison st. 


———— ——~ 


MISSISSIPPI. ‘ 


CHAS. SCOTT & £. #. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 

MOSEDALE, Bolivar Ce. MISSISSIPPI. 

Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 


Hanover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Satan casa of Mississippi 


NEW JERSEY. 


CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, 


Reoms 56 and 57 Dix Building. 
208 and 210 Broad ftreet, 


ELIZABETH, WN. J. 














Collections 


DOUGLAS D. T. STORY, 


Attorney at Law, 
SOLICITOR AND MASTER IN CHANCERY. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
66 to GS Montsomery St., Jersey City, N. J. 


§ Hudson County National Bank, Jersey City. 
7 Gilson, Collins & Co., Lumber, Jersey City. 


ENNIS B. RYAN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
1 Montgomery Street, Jersey City, N. J. 


Commissioner for State of New York. 
Master in Chancery. 
Notary Public. 


Collections made in all parts of N ew Jersey. 
Reference :—Any bank in Jersey City. 


JOHN J. HOPPIN, 


Attorney and Counsélor at Law, 


800 Broad Street, NEWARK, N. J. 
COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY ATTENDED TO. 





References : 








. American Surety Co., Newark. 
References : \ Frank Adams, Cashier Essex-Co. Nat. Bank. 
Skinver & Ten Eyck, Attorneys, Newark. 


-| Manhattan Borough. 





VV tZLIAM ADGATE LORD, 


Attorney at Law, 


National Bank Building, ORANGE, BN. J. 





Reference : 


WALTER P. LINDSLE ¥, 


Attorney at Law, 
Lawyers’ Bailding, 164 Market Street, 
NEWARK, WN. J. 
Collections. 


—Orange Nationa! Bank. 





NOTARY. 
yg National Bank, Newark. 
References - D. t Dunham,Pres. Firemen’ sine. Co.,New'k 
udge Frederic Adams, Newark. 


WARREN DIXON, 


Counselor at Law. 
Davidsen Building, 259 Washington Street. 
TELEPHONE: 156 Jenszy. JERSEY CITY, N. J. 
PRACTICE IN ALL THE COURTS 
COLLECTIONS RECEIVE M MY PERSONAL ATTENTION 





References :—Hudson © ounty ty National Bank ; 
cial Trust Co. of New Jerse 


Commer- 


NE w YORK. 
Telephone 3079 Cortland. 


A BRAHAM GOLDFARB, 


Atorney and Counselor at Law, 
$7 Nassau Street, 





New York, 


Petergness :—Oriental Bank; M. Bowsky, Fur Dresser, 


307-39 59th Street ; 8. Christiansen, 38 West 22d Street ; 
M. Pity ee Son, Shirt Manufacturers, 24-26 Whire Street ; 
J. Col Co., Cloak Manufacturers, [01 Bleecker Street; 


All ot New York City. Surrogates tes Practice a Specialty. 





CHARLES EVERETT NEIER. 
THOMAS ABBOTT MCKENNELL. 
WILLIAM O. GANTZ. 


TELEPHONE, 2555 Broan. 


WILLIAM C. MAINS. 


ANTZ, NEIER & MtKENNELL 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


52 BRVUADWAY, NEW YORK. 
Mt. Vernon Office: 1 ucas Building. 


Reference : Knickerbocker Trust Co. ; Eaton & Mains, N.Y. 


ERCY L KLOCK, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
149 Broadway, New York, 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
- PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. 
NOTARY IN OFFICE. 


References :—Nat. Park Bank, 214 Broadway: Edward 
Smith & Co., Manufacturers, 45 Broadway ; Flower & Co., 


Bank: 45 Broadw: R.A. Lancaster & Sons, Bankers, 
10 Wail Street ; ; All ‘Of New York. 








POWELL & CADY, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
306 Broadway, NEW YORK, 
67 St. James Place, Brooklyn, N.Y. City, 


Practice in State and Federal Courts, 


HE WM. P. ALGER 


COLLECTING COMPANY, 
74 and 78 Park Place. 
DONIHEE & DONIHEE BROS., 
Attorneys and C counsel. 








NEW YORK, 


COLLECTIONS MADS EVERY WHERE THROUGH 
RELIABLE ATTORNEY 


References :—Cbi Hardware Mfg Co., 66 West Brad. 
way; M.Q Sharkey, Wholesale Droggist Sundries, Part 
Place ; New York C ity ; Bank of Gouve rneur, Gouvernew 
N.Y.; ; Siegel, Cooper & Co., Bankers, 18th St. and 6th ave 


WILLIAM L. CAREY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


All Collections under my personal supervision. 
215 Mentague # treet, 
MECHANICS Bank BUILDING, BROOKLYN. ¥. ¥- 


WILLIAM E. GOWDEY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
‘3-41 Park Rew, 
PARK ROW BUILDING, 
PHONE : 3481 CORTLAND. 





NEW YORK. 
Notary. 





COLLECTIONS AND GENERAL LAW PRACTICE 











Che Franklin 


Sranparo ro Visia.e. 
Combines all the re requisites for an up- 


to-date writing machine, visible writing, 


hi rfect alignment, simplicity and dura- 
ility. It has few equals and no supét- 
Catalogues on n application. 


sais Typewriter Company 


293-295 Broadway, 
NEW YORK CITY. 
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